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Introduction

This study originated in response to a request frem the Coordinating
Board, Texas College and University System, that the library resources of
the state be studied as a part of the new master plan for higher education
in Texas. The Board provided an initial grant to finance the necessary
travel of the investigators and later supplemented this amount so that a
more complete picture of the health science libraries could be added. The
aim of the study has been not only to identify weaknesses as they affect
the picturé of the libraries i» the state's twenty-two colleges and uni-
versities but also to identify subject strengths in all kinds of libraries
as they relate to the academic scene.

The grant was made in December, 1966, to the University of Houston
which released its director of libraries from part of his duties for the
project. He has been aided in this project by the director of libraries
of Sam Houston State College whose institution made time available for his
assistance as co-investigator. Early in the project the state college
librarians and the librarians of Rice, S.M.U., Baylor, Trinity, and T.C.U.
met in Houston to discuss with Dr. Robert B. Downs, Dean of Library
Administration of the University of I1linois, the direction in which the
study might proceed. Dr. Downs is the dean of American library resources

surveyors and his recent Resources of North Carolina Libraries and Resources

of Missouri Libraries have served as models for this study. We are happy

to acknowledge here our very considerable indebtedness to Dean Downs for

his suggestions and recommendations at the outset of the study.




A series of five questionnaires were sent to each of the 109 academic

libraries in the state. Replies were received from 84 institutions. Then

the investigators visited each of the twenty-two state colleges and uni-

versities, the major private universities, many of the private senior
colleges, and a number of the junior colleges. They talked with Tibrarians,
faculty members, presidents, deans, and, occasionally, students. Great
quantities of data have been assembled, only a part of which is presented
here. That there are still gaps will be immediately apparent, but we
believe that this study of Texas library resources can be the beginning step

toward the improvement of library services at all levels. Not the least

of our achievement will be an increased appreciation for the resources and
services already available to the student and researcher in Texas.

Two chapters, those on the health sciences and law, have been written
by professional colleagues. Dr. David A. Kronick, Librarian of the South
Texas Medical School at San Antcnio, and Miss Marie Harvin, Research Medical
Librarian of the M. D. Anderson Hospital and Tumor Institute, are responsible
for the detailed study of the health sciences libraries in Chapter VI.
Professor Alfred J. Coco, Law Librarian of the University of Houston, assumed
responsibility for Texas law libraries, Chapter VII.

Finally, we owe a considerable debt to the Field Services Division of

the Texas State Library, ready as always to encourage every good work, for
agreeing to publish the work in its final form. We also owe much to Coordinating'
Board staff members, Jack K. Williams, Jack Cross, Kenneth Ashworth, and Ray

Fowler. On many occasions we have had reason to be grateful to our professional




colleagues. No doubt our_repeated requests for additional information

sorely tried their patience. However, for the interpretation of the
data, the analysis and recommendations, we assume full responsibility.

Edward G. Holley
Director of Libraries
Univeristy of Houston

Donald D. Hendricks
Director of Libraries
Sam Houston State College
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Chapter 1
The University of Texas at Austin--The State's

Major Library Resource

Any discussion of library resources in Texas must begin with the
University of Texas at Austin. It is unquestionabiy the leading library
not only in the state of Texas but also in the region of which it is a
part. Indeed, there are mary who say, with much iusi-fication, that it
is the most significant collection of library materials between Chapel
Hi11-Durham, North Carelina, and Los Angeles, California, and south of
Champaign-Urbana, I11inois. In the latest 1ist of the most prestigious
academic libraries in the country, those belonging to the Association
of Research Libraries, the University of Texas at Austin ranked 17th in
holdings. As of August 31, 1966, the fully cataloged and processed items
amounted to 1,838,645, and during 1965/66 the University added 115,836
volumes to its collections. Table I shows the standing of the University
of Texas at Austin among the other academic research 1ibraries of the
country in terms of holdings and additions per year, and expenditures
for books, periodicals, and binding. Not included in these figures are
7,280,751 manuscripts in original Torm, 58,363 manuscripts in phe*~araphic
copies, 1,424,638 pages of transcriptions of manuscripts, 49,485 pages of
manuscript translations, and 1,988 reels of microfilmed manuscripts.

Oral archives amounted to 563 reels while there are 105,880 waps, 11,120

musizal scores, 8,002 pictures, 3,283 sound recordings, and 439 items

in the Texas authors' file.




Table I

ASSOCIATION OF RESEARCH LIBRARIES

1965-1966 Academic I.ibrary Statistics

Volumes in Gross Expenditures Total
Library volumes for books, library
added periodicals, operating
1965-66 and binding expenditures

1. Harvard Univ. 7,600,357 208,534 $1,596,982 $6,728,455

2. Yale Univ. 5,004,301 178,937 1,420,206 | 4,353,112

3. Univ. Illinois 4,083,634 197,190 1,744,763 4,454,756

4, Columbia Univ. 3,675,920 121,894 927,875 3,347,542

5. Univ. Michigan 3,516,355 142,859 1,066,365 3,949,783

6. Univ. California B. 3,179,633 155,175 1,382,883 4,672,388

{ 7. Cornell Univ. 2,892,539 171,012 1,149,001 3,686,998

é 8. Stanford Univ. 2,627,095 177,684 1,074,801 3,349,39%
i

i 9. Univ. Chicago 2,504,250 122,560 904,012 2,555,730

% 10. Unis, Mirvesota 2,480,097 109,758 866,345 2,534,362

% 11. Univ. Torontc 2,344,797 217,959 1,348,938 3,911,496

"? 12. Univ. California LA. 2,333,442 142,002 1,428,584 4,295,751

? 13. Princeton Univ. 2,097,737 106,390 671,953 1,786,221

14. Univ. Pennsylvania 1,958,602 72,954 655,402 1,960,744

15. Indiana Univ. 1,943,256 no rep. 1,116,335 2,724,047

16. Ohio State Univ. 1,845,069 99,926 622,734 2,443,921

17. Univ. Texas 1,838,645 115,836 1,065,798 2,165,491




18.

19.

20.

27.
- 28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.

41.

Duke Univ.
Northwestern Univ.
Univ. Wisconsin
Univ. Virgiaia

J. Hopkins Univ.
Univ. Washington
Univ. N. Carolina
Louisiana St. Univ.
Rutgers Univ.

State Univ. Iowa
Syracuse Univ.
Univ. Missouri
Univ. Colorado
Univ. Kansas

Univ. So. California
Michigan State Univ.
Brown Univ.

Univ. Florida
Univ. Kentucky
McGill Univ.

Univ. Oklahoma
Univ. Oregon

Univ. Pittsburgh

Jt. Univ. Libraries

1,783,803
1,771,899
1,744,321
1,532,577
1,500,510
1,466,906
1,385,234
1,312,427
1,289,554
1,284,836
1,262,051
1,230,000
1,208,863
1,201,615
1,192,240
1,173,728
1,150,148
1,147,711
1,131,070
1,026,248
1,019,557
1,004,105

997,896

995,839

71,706
65,605
108,647
156,460
100,998
78,522
70,962
76,627
85,953
63,762
65,756
62,000
no rep.
81,410
57,331
80,840
40,310
65,592
63,135
47,680
48,507
53,098
71,316

50,340

611,870
9,006
1,107,503
465,790
324,512
840,028
581,824
760,916
612,619
623,896
505,545
486,049
619,750
568,045
378,345
783,259
376,253
574,396
441,246
507,055
361,236
290,718
434,532

379,731

1,553,140
1,569,156
2,592,790
1,145,956
1,088,008
2,761,506
1,593,046
1,858,842
1,653,332
1,585,468
1,426,838
1,271,446
1,644,678
1,327,596
1,284,699
1,818,783
1,102,744
1,580,048
1,203,883
1,489,805

844,164
1,032,616
1,259,795

993,145




42.
43.
44,
45.
46.
47.
48.
49.
50.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.
61.
62.
63.

64.

This

Wayne State Univ.
Univ. Rochester
Washington Univ., St.
Louis

Univ. Utah

Univ. Cincinnati

Univ. Tennessee

Mass. Inst. Tech.

Pennsylvania 3t. Univ.

Washington St. Univ.
Univ. Nebraska
Oklahoma State Univ.
Univ. Notre Dame
Purdue Univ.

Univ. Maryland
Florida State Univ.
Temple Univ.

Boston Univ.
Georgetown Univ.
Univ. Connecticut
Texas A & M

Iowa State Univ.
New York Univ.

St. Louis Univ.

Median

arrangement of figures by Frank A. Lundy, University of Nebraska, Januafy; 1967,

992,242
991,280
936,754
924,381
905,047
903,665
900,468
891,396
847,000
820,791
801,750
781,002
770,666
754,108
747,116
730,791
665,655
640,386
619,406
591,403

585,687

not reported

not repotrted

1,201,615

64,798
61,894
86,675
75,906
19,582
62,382
79,723
77,249
29,094
45,389
no rep.
44,648
62,796
85,495
62,493
40,970
32,324
28,496
61,939
27,401

22,215

71,316

581,535
449,786
571,528
366,140
222,343
609,132
413,061
752,648
296,225
340,938
284,209
337,840
615,409
742,963
619,568
383,775
239,732
202,588
653,693
257,016

292,379

609,132

1,894,717
1,484,705
1,531,843
969,632
681,999
1,311,353
1,342,397
1,865,713
992,949
965,766
699,153
854,744
1,749,123
1,812,344
1,226,219
1,107,261
847,698
518,283
1,161,514
619,568

747,869

1,569,456




The annual Statistics of Southern College and University Libraries,
1966-1967, Table II, shows the University of Texas at Austin as the lead-
ing library in the South, with its only close competitor being Duke.
During the past decade the University has purchased incomparable collec-
tions of rare books and manuscripts at a cost in excess of $12,500,000.1
The University has received numerous gifts of private collections, funds
from endowments, and has benefitted substantially from the aggressive
solicitation of its Chancellor. So great has been the influx of materials
during the last decade that many of the collections are unprocessed and
may remain so for years to come. In fact, the University has found it
necessary to build a six-story $900,000 Collections Deposit Library to
house such materials.

The strengths of the University of Texas at Austin are partially
detaiied in the chapter on "Sources of Subject Strength," but this is
only a cursory view of the depth as well as the breadth of the University's
library resources. To cite only examples of greatest strength one should
note that the Latin American Collection at the University is the despair
and envy of most other academic institutions across the country. The
librarian of this collection is one of the leading consultants in her
field and has made numerous visits to Latin America to supervise the over-
all national collecting effort in this area.

In terms of modern English and American literature the University's
holdings of first editions and manuscripts of such authors as T.S. Eliot,
Dylan Thomas, Maxwell Anderson, Compton Mackenzie, Joseph Hergesheimer,

W. B. Yeats, D. H. Lawrence, the Sitwells, George Bernard Shaw, Rudyard

Kipling, and E. A. Masters coulid not be duplicated anywhere else in the
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world. To cite an example of one of the modern authors, George Bernard
Shaw, the Hanley collection contains 1,100 manuscripts, typescripts,
outlines, and notes; 1,355 books by or about Shaw; 3,000 letters by Shaw;
2,424 letters to Shaw. To these items the University is adding almost
daily and it is no exaggeration to say that no scholar working anywhere
in the world can assure the completeness of his research on many of
these authors without ~~ourse to the University of Texas' collections.
Under these conditions it is not surprising that the University of Texas
at Austin ranks 14th in faculty strength and 16th in program in the
humanities among all American universities.2
There are other strengths in many areas such as Texana, archives,
and manuscripts relating to Texas and the Southwest, nistory of science,
the best historical textbook collection west of the Hudson (approximately
34,000 volumes), Bibles, the second best collection of incunabula in the
state, 18th and 19th century American and British authors, Chaucer manuscripts
Shakespeare folios Southern history, and newspapers. In terms of newspapers,
the University of Texas has the finest collection in the South except Duke
and may even rival Duke. There are better collections of Arkansas and
Georgia newspapers, for example, than exist in either state, and the Universit)
holdings of South Carolina, Ohio, New York, and District of Columbia news-
papers are outstanding.
Among all this embarrassment of riches one can point with pride to
the University's attempts to make its resources known tc the scholarly

comnunity. Since 1944 the library has published The Library Chronicle

of the University of Texas which describes various special collections.

More recently the University has produced an attractive and useful series




of exhibition catalogs for about thirty modern American and British
authors while another thirty are in the planning stages. A brochure
also exists for the Miriam Lutcher Stark Library. Recently announced

for spring, 1968, publication by the University of Texas Press is The

University of Texas Archives: A Guide to the Historical Manuscripts

Collections in the University of Texas Library.

In addition to these publications there are a number of monographic

catalogs, such as the Sister Mary Callista Carr's Catalogue of the Dickens

Collection at the University of Texas (1961) and Goldston and Sweetser's

Bibliography of Arthur Machen (1965) plus such earlier catalogs as

Castaneda and Dabbs Guide to the Latin American Manuscripts in the Uni-

versity of Texas Library (1939) and Independent Mexico in Documents...

A Calendar of the Juan E. Hernandez Y Davalos Manuscript Collection in

the University of Texas Library (1954).
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Despite these various attempts to publicize the holdings of the
Lniversity of Texas at Austin, it is apparent that a comprehensive research

guide would be extremely valuable, not only for the faculty and students

in Austin but also for other scholars throughout the state who would use the
resources if they knew of their existence. The preparation of such a guide

would be a much less expensive way to make these resources better known than

TR R T TR AT R T T A s T T R R T

would the publication of a catalog as has been done for UCLA and Berkeley.
Moreover, it could probably be accomplished much more Guickly than could a

catalog.

Whether or not the ultimate publication of the author catalog of the

 r——— . g AT
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University of Texas is warranted is a good question. As the matter now

stands, the other state schools and the major private research universities
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would receive a bibliographical tool of great usefulness. The presence ] }
of almost two million volumes and provision of rapid communication with
other institutions through the newly formed Texas Information Exchange

- open up numerous possibilities for the further sharing of the state's i ]

major library resource.

On the other hand the cataloging backlog of the University of Texas
at Austin is enormous, and the publication of a catalog which left out ?
those resources now uncataloged (estimated at over 30,000 volumes in the
Latin American collection alone) would certainly not give a complete

picture of the library's total resources. Yet it is apparent that cne

of the highest priorities for library development must be better organi-

zation of the University of Texas collections. It could well be that

the state could make no greater investment than the provision of an
adequate cataloging staff to help the state's major resource bring order
out of bibliographic confusion and the subsequent publication of the
record of holdings. Until such time as this can be accomplished the
provision of a comprehensive research guide is probably the quickest and
least expensive way of making these resources more fully known.

The juestion does arise as to whether or not it would be feasible
to have a brief listing from the title page of most of these materials.
This might be done on a computer and a print-out subsequently distributed
around the state. While this would only defer the eventual jrb of complete
cataioging, it would give bibliographic access to materials not now easily
available.

In addition to the obvious advantage of having a catalog of the ! £

holdings, the cataloging of the various collections added during the past
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decade would undoubtedly reveal many duplicates of standard items which
could then be distributed to other state universities and colleges for
building up those collections. The University is understandably reluc-
tant to part with any materials at the present time until it knows
whether or not these duplicate holdings at Austin. However, in pre-
serving these materials and holding them in trust for the scholarly work
in the state, the University has rendered a great service. It now remains
for the more difficult task to be completed: the sorting out of duplicates,
bibliographic organization and the offering of these materials to other
state institutions now attempting to build up their own holdings quickly
and at considerable expense to the state. Unfortunately, these uncata-
loged backlogs do exist and equally unfortunate is the fact that prior
budgeting has not provided either adequate salaries or number of positions
to remedy the §ituation before now.

Many individuals are all too willing to await the advent of the
new computer techniques for a solution to the bibliographic problem.
While it is true that advances along these lines are very promising,
especially under Title II-C of the Higher Education Act of 1965, most of
these programs involve current, inprint books. Much of the material
awaiting cataloging at the University of Texas and elsewhere (notably
Rice University) has not been done by the Library of Congress nor any
other central bibliographic agency. The 1ikelihood of its being done
centrally seems several years down the road.

One other catalog, in addition to the University's own catalog,
deserves attention here: the Union Cataiog of Texana in the Barker

History Center. This catalog contains cards from many parts of the state:
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Texas Technoiogical College at Lubbock, Baylor University, the Dallas
and Houston public libraries, and some of the smaller colleges such as

Sam Houston State and Stephen F. Austin. It could well be that the

updating of this catalog to include all significant titles in the Texana
area from at least the state institutions should be given high priority.
Once this is done it is highly likely that a commercial firm such as

G. K. Hall Company would be interested in publishing the catalog as they
have done with the Yale Catalog of Western Americana. In view of the

large numbers of collections around the state and the strong interest in % |
Texas history this should be a project with considerable appeal to many

institutions.

Library Personnel

A general rule often suggested for major research libraries is that
they should spend twice as much for staffing collections as they do on
building those collections. As institutions grow larger and their service
functions increase, the proportion of the budget spent on staff tends to
accelerate as indicated by the ratio at Harvard of 4 to 1 (see Table I).

Forty-seven of the sixty-two ARL libraries reporting their expenditures

for 1965/66 spent less than 40% for books, periodicals, and binding.3
This general rule has obviously not been in operation at the Universit

of Texas at Austin. For the past several years, when millions of dollars

were being spent for collections, the unprocessed material and lack of
services testify to an inadequate staff, despite the fact that the total

staff is listed as 74.6 professional librarians and 103.8 full-time non-

professional assistants. The latest report indicates an expenditure of
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49.22% for books, periodicals, and binding, 47.74% for salaries and wages,
and 3.04% for equipment and supplies.

Moreover, staff salaries, even for Texas, tend to be Tow. On a survey
of the library salaries among the state colleges and universities for the
fall of 1967, the University of Texas at Austin ranked 17th both in

minimum salary and average salary paid to professional 11‘brar1‘ans.4

In
view of the requirements of a major university library for highly special-
jzed skills in languages, cataloging, mechanization, record keeping, and
reference service, this is scarcely an enviable position. There is littie
wonder that tne}cataloging backlog is high and the University has had
difficulty in attracting and keeping competent librarians. With the
approach of automation among libraries and the emergence of lihrary net-
works the need for more highly skilled librarians will increase rather

than decrease. The University of Texas at Austin should consider carefully
its long range needs for professional staff and urge upon the legislature

the total benefits which would accrue to the state from putting the

university's bibliographic house in order.

Buildings

As is typical of mos%t nationally known universities, the University
of Texas at Austin has not one but many libraries, scattered in various
buildings écross the campus. The main library building was constructed
in 1934 and added to in 1937. Its tower stack has been a notable landmark
for more than thirty years. Despite its architectural appeal the

building has long since ceased to be an effective home for modern library

operations. Space for the technical services area is seriously deficient.
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Most catalogers and bibliographers work amid a constantly mounting stack

of books in a large room where the noise level is high and concentration
difficult. Plans are under way for automating some of the acquisitions
processes, but one might note that such programs can scarcely be sucess-
fully implemented unless substantial additional space can be provided.

It seems unlikely that the University's percentage of original cataloging,
now above 35% of incoming materials, can be greatly reduced. Under such
circumstances the provision of more adequate space for processing materials
should be given high priority in future planning.

The proposed Humanities Research Center Building wiil house most of
the material now in the Miriam Lutcher Stark Collection and the Academic
Center. When funded,this facility, with 166,624 square feet of usable
space, will provide much better space for students, faculty, and the library
staff in the manuscripts and rare book areas. It will also provide some
25,000 square feet for the Graduate School of Library Science but will
not provide any relief for the processing staff.

In addition to these plans the Lyndon B. Johnson Presidential Library
and East Campus Research Center are now under construction. These faéf]ities
provide 140,000 square feet for the presidential library and the following

amounts of space for other specialized libraries:

School of Public Affairs Library 31,000 sq. ft.
Latin American Collection 78,375 sq. ft.
Archives Collection--Barker Center 28,450 sq. ft.
Texas Collection--Barker Center 46,675 sq. ft.

When the present Barker History Center building is vacated, it can then
be used as space for housing the U. S. and United Nations collections as

well as documents for states other than Texas.
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The recently completed Collections Deposit Library, a storage facility
of 65,000 sGuare feet, will house seldom used materials such as the P.L.
480 materials from India, Pakistan, the United Arab Republic, and israel
plus older titles from such highly obsolescent disciplines as business
administration, education, and engineering, as well as purchased collections
g{‘ which have not yet been processed, The theory behind use of this space
is that older materials or unprocessed items can at least be arranged in
some systematic way s¢ that the researcher who needs access can find an
item. For instance, the P.L. 480 materials are arranged by accession number

in accordance with the various Library of Congress lists, e. g. Accessions

List, India; Accessions List Israel, etc. All of these materials will

presumably be available on 24 or 48 hour service through the main Tlibrary.

Completed in 1963 is the Undergraduate Library, designed primarily
for the use of the undergraduate student before he begins his concentrated
work in a major field or professional area. This four-floor complex has
space for 175,000 volumes on oper shelves and 10,000 volumes in a closed
reserve stack. Seating capacity is available for 1,900 students. Also
housed in this building are the Education-Psychology Library on the third
floor, and the Academic Center Library on the fourth floor. The Academic
Center Library contains many of the University's treasures such as the
endowed collections of books and manuscripts by American and British
A authors postdating 1850. Its popularity among students is shown by the
| approximately 55,000 students who pass its turnstiles per week.

Other libraries on the campus are housed in buildings devoted specif-

wa] jcally to their disciplines. There are attractive departmental reading

ERIC
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rooms in Business Administration-Eccnomics, and Geology, both recently

completed, as well as an addition to the Tarleton Law Library completed

in 1964. Some of the science libraries in the older buildings are not

well housed nor have their collections received the attention they deserve.
Physics for example seats only 40 readers and Chemistry only 12. Both

are small and crowded, though apparently heavily used. There are plans

for a new Physics-Mathematics-Astronomy Library and the new Biology Library

will soon be open in the Biological Sciences Building. The Engineering

Library resembles a large study hall with about 75 seats, but plans are
under way for a new Engineering Library. The Architecture Library 1is

more attractively housed though it is in an older building. The revamping

| of space and collections in some of these areas would add greatly to the
F usefulness of the collections, though staffing will continue to be a problem.
There is some evidence that departmental collections, especially in the

sciences, have not received the attention the humanities have received in

recent years.

Despite the fact that the Univeristy of Texas at Austin has devoted
| over 358,180 square feet to 1ibrary facilities, and even more are on the
drawing boards, it is the impression of the surveyors that such expenditures

have added distinction to the University. What appears to be lacking is a

thorough, well thought-out long-range program for housing library resources

and especially services during the next quarter century.

Summary
The state of Texas is fortunate to have within her borders one of the

nation's outstanding research 1libraries. There is every reason to believe

that this library is considered by its chief clientele a major resource
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not just for the university but for the state as well. In 1965/66 the
library loaned 7,104 items (including 2,735 photocopies in lieu of loan)
to other libraries in the state and in the nation. Moreover, the library
has indicated its willingness to be a vital part of the new state-wide
TWX network linking the colleges and universities in the state system of
higher education. Unfortunately, the University of Texas Library at
Austin will continue to be handicapped in its service to its own campus
as well as to the state at large until certain problems can be solved.

The surveyors recommend to the Coordinating Board that high priority
be given to the solution of these problems:

1. Substantial additional support should be sought for staffing
the large and complex system which constitutes the state's
chief library resource.

2. The re]ationship of the University of Texas Library at Austin
to the other doctoral institutions and to the colleges in the
state system needs to be clearly defined and explained.

3. The University should be urged to bring order to its biblio-
graphic records and to make duplicate copies of items not
needed on its own campus available to other state institutions.

4. Special funding should be provided to enable the library to
further extend its services and resources to other faculties
and graduate students throughout the state (see chapter II).

5. Immediate attention should be given to the preparation and
publication of a comprehensive research guide to the collec-
tions.

6. Since its own records are in such need of attention, the
library sho''ld take the lead in developing automated programs
for bibliographic control throughout the state.

7. Completion of the Union Catalog of Texana by including holdings
of additional libraries and its early publication and distri-
bution deserve consideration.
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FOOTNOTES

1Gordon Ray, "The Changing World of Books," The Papers of the !

Bibliographical Society of America, LIX (1965), 109, 123.

24H. W. Magoun, "The Cartter Report on Quality in Graduate Education,"

Journal of Higher Education, XXXVII (December, 1966), 485. A more thor-

ough analysis of this report as it relates to Texas universities is given

in Chapter II.

3From data compiled by Frank Lundy, University of Nebraska, for
ARL members.

4Data collected by Texas Council of State College Librarians, Fall,

1967.




Chapter II

Texas' Other Universities
Overyiew

In addition to the University of Texas at Austin there are nine

other institutions which might be designated as universities, that is,

institutions with broad based programs in a number of disciplines

offering the Ph.D. degree. Among the state colleges and universities
the Coordinating Board has designated the University of Houston, Texas
A&M University, and Texas Technological Coliege as doctoral degree
grapting institutions, with further development planned for the Dallas-
Fort Worth-Denton area where both North Texas State University and
Texas Woman's University already award doctorates. Presumably the
University of Texas at Arlington will subsequently join North Texas
State and Texas Woman's in some form of cooperative doctoral degree pro-
gram but Arlington is not included here and neither is East Texas State
University, whose doctoral program is to be phased out. Both institutions
are reserved for discussion in Chapter III among the state's senior
colleges.

Four private universities in Texas offer the doctorate. Rice and
i Baylor have programs of long standing, although the expansion of
programs at both universities to cover a broader spectrum has been a
post-World War II development. Southern Methodist University and

Texas Christian University began doctoral work in the sixties: S.M.U.

with programs in economics and engineering and T.C.U. with programs in

18

i A




19

chemistry, English, mathematics, physics, and psychology. Comments upon
these programs are noted in Table II in the next section.
Enrollment at these nine institutions (as well as that of the

University of Texas at Austin) and their full-time equivalent faculty

as of the fall, 1966, is given in the table below:
TABLE I
ENROLLMENT AND FULL-TIME FACULTY OF PUBLIC AND PRIVATE UNIVERSITIES
INSTITUTION ENROLLMENT FTE FACULTY

Public Institutions

University of Houston 19,986 670
North Texas State University 13,973 621
Texas Woman's University 4,048 210
Texas A&M University 10,623 634
Texas Technological College 17,770 773 ;
University of Texas at Austin 27,345 1,363 ;

Total 93,745 4,271 §

Private Institutions

Baylor University 6,432 365

Rice University 2,768 250 ]
| Southern Methodist University 7,014 334 P
E Texas Christian University 7,340 242 :
| Total 23,554 1,191 N

Before examining each of these institutions and their libraries in

detail it may be useful to make some comment about the status of advanced
work in Texas since the support of research for doctoral students and

their faculty advisors has a direct bearing on library strength.
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Doctoral Study and Library Support

Except for the University of Texas at Austin, doctoral study in
a wide variety of fields is relatively recent in Texas. ccording to

a National Academy of Sciences-National Research Council study,] only

the University of Texas at Austin ranked among the forty leading schools

in doctorate production from 1920 through 1961. During this forty-one
year period the univeristy at Austin had granted a total of 2,450 doc-

torates and ranked 23rd in the nation. A more recent study by the same

organization lists the University of Texas at Austin as 19th among 100

leading schools in doctorate production during the period 1920-1966.2

Three other Texas schools ranked among the top 100 in the country: Texas |
A8M ranked 59th, Rice 82nd, and Houston 93rd. Yet as the table below "
shows, doctorate production is increasing in Texas with the number of {
doctorates awarded between 1960-66 representing half the total awarded
during the forty-six year period 1920-66.
TABLE II
DOCTORATES AWARDED IN TEXAS

1920-66
Institution 1960-66 1920-66 Comments
Baylor 89 117 49 1in Biological Sciences
East Texas 12 12 A11 in Education
Houston 210 360 191 in Education

138 in Psychology
North Texas 140 172 150 in Education




Rice

Southern Methodist
Texas A&M

Texas Christian

Texas Tech

Texas at Austin

Texas Woman's

Grand Totals

297

454

27

99

1,552

54

—————_—

2,943

554

745

27

145

3,658

88

5,887
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437 in Physical Sciences
& Engineering

A11 in Economics

320 in Physical Sciences
& Engineering
384 in Biological Sciences

13 in Psychology
10 in Physical Sciences
& Engineering

73 in Education
34 in Arts and Fumanities

1,229 in Physical Sciences

& Engineering

472 in Biological Sciences
512 in Social Sciences

667 in Arts and Humanities

186 in Professional Fields

592 in Education

36 in Professionei rields
27 1in Education

One of the notable characteristics pointed up by this tzhle is that

graduate work in Texas, except in Austin, occurred primarily in experi-

mental fields in the sciences, engineering, psychology., and education.

Although there are more institutions now offering the doctorate than

heretofore, as indicated in the five-year table for individual institutions

which follows, the bulk of the degrees awarded continues to be in science-

engineering, education-psychology areas except at Austin.
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TABLE III !
DOCTORAL DEGREES AWARDED IN TEXAS
1962-66
Institutions 1961/62 1962/63 1963/64 1964/65 1965/66 Total
Baylor 8 13 12 17 17 67
’ East Texas -- -- 2 7 15 24
Houston 29 37 35 40 49 190
North Texas 13 23 31 27 27 121
Rice | 20 33 48 61 74 236
S.M.U. -- 1 3 2 -- 6
Texas A&M 57 56 69 113 122 417
Texas Christian - -- 8 1 16 35
Texas Tech 4 18 20 19 19 80
Texas Woman's 5 9 5 1 12 42
Univ. of Texas-Austin 215 231 246 279 376 1,347
Totals 351 421 479 587 727 2,565

What does this say about library resources and services? The
experimental disciplines traditionally make heavy use of the journal and
current monographic literature, but only occasionally do they require
items published before World War II. The few classic studies needed for
support in their disciplines have largely been reprinted and are readily
available. Rarely is there a requirement for large sums of monezy to pur-
chase retrospective materials, although this statement presumes the
presence of basic journal files in all the disciplines for the last twenty-

five years. While the keeping up of subscriptions to journals in the
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sciences and the proliferation of such journals has been a cause for
concern (they are increasingly expensive), such program dces not present
a university library with the massive building job that doctoral work

in the humanities and social sciences does. A doctoral student in English
or history, for example, must have long runs of journals from their very
beginning, plus vast quantities of materials like the publication of the
Chaucer Society, the Early English Text Society, the Wisconsin Historical
Co]]ections, the various editions of major authors and the 6ritica1 works
about them, plus manuscript and archival material. Except in isolated
cases this haterial has been lacking in Texas until recently. However,
the indentification of various resources at such repositories as the
Church Historical Society in Austin or the Bridwell Library at S.M.U.
should lead to better research in these areas. Yet it must be fully
apparent, despite heroic efforts over the past five years, that doctoral
research in the humanities and-sociél,sciences will proceed slowly, if

at all, unless adequate provision can be made for thesis work beyond

the capability of most institutions now beginning work in these areas.
This is not a plea for the cessation of support for such programs nor fof
the elimination of such programs at any particular university, but it is
a strong case for a recognition of the library "facts of 1ife." In our
-opinion easier access 10 major collections and larger amounts of research
money for moving students and faculty around the state will be imperative
if work in the humanities and social sciences is to keep pace with that

in the other disciplines.

R
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Let it be stated rather bluntly: however hard any institution tries,
it is exceedingly unlikely to equal the resources in Austin, or even
those in Dallas, Fort Worth, Houston, and Lubbock. What must then be
provided, and in rather ample quantity, are travel funds for graduate
students and faculty members to spend time at the major repositories in
the state. This pattern is already working well in at least two other i
states. The University of Wisconsin at Milwaukee has an apartment near
the Newberry Library in Chicago where its faculty and students in
Renaissance studies may reside while they use the matchless resources
there. Syracuse University does the same thing for its faculty and stu-
dent body in New York City. Why not have housing in Austin readily
available for doctoral students and faculty members from other institutions
who want to use the resources at the Texas State Library, the University
of.Texas at Austin, or any one of the various special 1ibraries in that
city? With xerox and microfilming so easily available, a scholar could ;t

identify the materials that he needs, have them reproduced, and return

to his home base after a week or two (presumably the home base would have
the basic reference, bibliographical and secondary works needed to com-
plete his work). A series of small travel grants in the amount of $200

to $400 per student would probably achieve far more than an equivalent

sum placed in an institutional library budget.
The adoption of such a pian would be contingent upon several factors.

First, the identification of such resources: Chapter X! of this study makes

a modest contribution to that effort, but much more is needed. Same
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institutions need a separate resources guide. Others need to publish

their specialized catalogs. Still others need to cooperate in 1isting

such materials as the fifteenth, sixteenth, seventeenth, and even
eighteenth century imprints. Such a job is not as formidable as it
at first appears. A listing by numbers from a standard bihliography

such as the Short-title Catalogue... with an indication of what library

» held which titles would be a considerable step forward for the state.

J)' The production of such lists or catalogs and their liberal distribution
around the state would enable the prospective researcher to do his
basic bibliographic work at the home institution and ensure maximum
value from the few days that he might spend in another city.

Secondly, it would involve a clear recognition on the part of the
institution with the resources that their libraries are a state resource
for the benefit of all qualified researchers and the obligation to
make them available for such a program. In the case of the major state
institutions it would call for some increase in staff to handle the
additional service load, and in the case of the private ins%itution some
form of compensation perhaps in the form of a grant for library service.

7" The emerging TWX and other networks clearly point in the direction of
this kind of program. With a little imagination and relative small
ﬁ;‘ amounts of money the state research dollar could greatly improve the

quality of programs that are now admittedly weak as demonstrated below.

L v
N =

In a recent publication of the American Council on Education, An

Assessment of Quality in Graduate Education,3Texas doctoral schools fare
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poorly. The only institution with frequent mention among the top twenty-
five in the nation is the University of Texas at Austin. Two other B
institutions, Rice and Texas ASM are emerging among the second twenty-

five universities as indicated in Table IV.

TABLE IV
RANKING OF TEXAS SCHOOLS
Cartter Report, 1966

Discipline Quality of Faculty Effectiveness of 1
Graduate Program |
Classics Rank Evaluation  Rank Evaluation
Texas -- Good -- Acceptable Plus
English
Texas 23 Strong -- Acceptable Plus
Rice -- Good -- Acceptable Plus
French
Texas . -- Good -- Acceptable Plus
Rice -- Adequate plus -- Acceptable Plus
German
Texas 4 Distinguished 4 Extremely Attract:
Philosophy
Texas -- Good -- Acceptable Plus
Spanish
Texas 9 Strong 12 Attractive
Economics

Texas -- Adequate Plus -- --




Geography

Texas -— Adequate Plus -- --
History
f Texas --  Good --  Acceptable Plus
| Rice -- Adequate Plus -- Acceptable Plus

Political Science

Texas -- Good -- Acceptable Plus
Sociology
Texas -- Good -- Acceptable Plus

Bacteriology/Microbiology

Texas 14 Strong 15 Attractive
Biochemistry

Texas -- Good -- Acceptable Plus
Botany

Texas 8 Strong ° Extremely Attractive

Texas A&M -- Adequate Plus -- --
Entomology

Texas A&M -- Adequate Plus -- --
Pharmacology

Texas -- Adequate Plus ~-- Acceptable Plus
Physiology

Rice -- Good -- Acceptable Plus

Texas -- Adequate Plus =-- Acceptable Plus
Psychology

Texas -- Good = Acceptable Plus
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Zoology

Texas
Rice

Astronomy

None

Chemistry

Texas
Rice

Geology

Texas
Rice

Mathematics

Rice
Texas

Physics

Rice
Texas

Chemical Engineering

Texas
Rice

Civil Engineering

Texas
Texas A&M

Electrical Engineering

Texas

Mechanical Engineering

Rice
Texas

18

23
26

1
19

Strong
Good

Strong
Strong

Strong
Strong

Good
Adequate Plus

Good
Adequate Plus

Strong
Strong

Strong
Adequate Plus

Good

Good
Adequate Plus

20

23

11
15

Attractive
Acceptable Plus

Acceptable Plus
Attractive

Attractive
Attractive

Acceptable Plus
Acceptable Plus

Acceptable Plus
Acceptable Plus

Attractive
Attractive

Acceptable Plus
Acceptable Plus

Acceptable Plus

Acceptable Plus
Acceptable Plus




Note: The top twenty institutions are normally included in the ranking
"distinguished" or "strong" for faculty, and "extremely attractive" or
nattractive" for effectiveness of graduate program. Third category for
faculty is "good" and fourth "adequate plus". The third category for
effectiveness of the graduate program is "acceptable plus." Institutions
below the "strong" or "attractive" category are not ranked numerically.

Source: Allan M. Cartter, An Assessment of Quality in Graduate Education,
(Washington, D.C.: American Gouncil on Education, 1966 ).

How does this ranking compare with the quality of the institution's

library? According to the Cartter study
A few universities with poor library resources have
achieved considerable strength in several departments,
in some cases because laboratory facilities may be
more important in a particular field than the library,
and in other cases because the universities are located

close to other great library collections such as the
Library of Congress and the New York Public Library.

But 1nstitutions thqt are strong 1n.a11 qreai invari-
ably have major national research libraries.

In a table of 106 institutions offering the doctoral degree the
Cartter report noted that all institutions rated as "strong" or "distin-
guished" had library resources above the 1.4 mark on the library resources
index and that those falling below the .5 mark are probably too weak to
support quality graduate programs in a wide range of fields. Only the
University of Texas at Austin appeared in the category of 1.50 to 1.99,
while Rice ranked with the category from 1.50 to .74. Two other insti-
tutions were included, the University of Houston and Texas A&M. Both
ranked less than .50. Much work obviously remains to be done to bring
the doctoral institutions in Texas up to a minimal level of adequacy.

The Cartter study follows much the same pattern as that of Dean

Robert B. Downs of the University of I11inois who noted that "it seems

doubtful that high level doctoral work in a variety of fields can
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be carried on with less than half a million volumes and with annual book
expenditures under $200,000."5 Dean Downs' study was based on data
compiled five years ago and the increases in staff salaries, annual book
production, book and journal prices, and new areas of study have all
combined to push this minimal level upward. Among the public universities,
except for Texas Woman's, the libraries can be considered adequate at the
minimum level indicated by Downs. Too, the level of state financing of
these institutions has risen commendably. On the whole the private
institutions have exerted tremendous efforts to improve library facilities,
resources, and services during the past decade. Few institutions in the
country devote larger portions of their budgets to library support (see

p. 52). What is so discouraging is that even this level may not be

enough for Texas' other universities to achieve the distinction urged upon

them by citizens and public officials.®

The University of Houston

The University of Houston was founded as a junior college in 1927,
became a four-year college in 1934, and has steadily expanded its offerings
and student body over the past thirty years. In 1963 it joined the state
system of higher education and has been designated by the Coordinating

Board as one of the four schools to offer the doctorate.

The library system at the University of Houston is largely centralized.

The main library is housed in the M.D. Anderson Memorial Library construct-

ed in 1950, to which a 126,000 square feet addition was completed in 1967.
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The Pharmacy Library, a small instructional collection of about 3,500
volumes, is in new quarters seating about 60 students and having space
for some 10,000 volumes. The Architecture Library is 1in cramped
quarters, but this instructional collection will be expanded in the

near future. It presently contains 3,076 volumes. The Law Library,
along with the Bates College of Law, is presently housed in the M.D.
Anderson Memorial Library basement but will move to the new Bates College
of Law Building in 1969. New space for the Law Library will include
64,824 square feet, provide for 150 regular seats and 500 carrells, but
this part of the program is discussed in detail in Chapter VII.

Much of the library development at the University of Houston stressed
undergraduate and basic professional work prior to the eariy sixties.
Since that time the expansion of doctoral programs and the addition of
new colleges has changed the direction and emphasis of the collections.
The chief weakness of the collection continues to be back files of basic
serial publications although substantial progress has been made in this
area during the past five years. The strongest collections are in
science and engineering, with special strengths in geology, chemistry,
chemical engineering, biology, and mathematics. Modest efforts have
recently been made in astronomy, geography, and oceanography. Houston
has been a U.S. Documents Depository since 1957 and currently receives
over 1,100 categories of material. A serious attempt has been made to
fi11 in reports and sets of historical importance so that the collection.

is probably now the best along the Gulf Coast.




In the humanities and social sciences disciplines there are basic

collections in Texana, Brazilian history and literature, American history,
economics, psychology, education, English and American literature, music,
philosophy, and business history. The recent acquisition of the Gonzalez
Pena collection, some 7,500 volumes, will add considerable strength in the
area of Spanish and Latin American literature as well as French theatre.

Among the specialized collections are the Franzheim Architecture (19th and

early 20th century), Israel Shreve Papers (American Revolutionary War),
Bates Texana and Western Americana, Evans Memorial Bibliography Collection
(perhaps the best national and trade bibliography collection along the

Gulf Coast), and a small collection of manuscripts and first editions of

Aldous Huxley. Among the archival material especially important for the
history of the Gulf Coast are the personal papers of John Henry Kirby,
Robert A. Welch, Ballinger Mills, J. S. Cullinan, and Governor James V.

Allred.

The prospective School of Social Work and Institute of Urban Affairs
will place additional responsibilities upon the library system, but the
legislature has provided initial funding for library resources. Grants,
gifts, and exchanges play an increasing role in strengthening the collec-

tions and amounted to $95,000 in 196%/66.

As the University grows and its collections increase, there will be

a special need for increasing the size of the staff which is now minimal.

The Tevel of support for the book collections is encouraging and will

probably continue to rise with enrollments. Twice-a-week delivery service




among the University of Houston, Rice, and Texas Medical Center has

meant a significant sharing of local resources at least at the

graduate and faculty level since 1958.

North Texas State University

North Texas State University was founded in 1890 as Texas Normal
College and awarded its first baccalaureate degree in 1919. Its graduate
division came in 1935, followed by a division into a College of Arts and
Sciences, and Schools of Business Administration, Education, Home Economics,
and Music in 1946. The present name was assumed in 1961, and represents

a recognition of the growth and development of colleges and schools into

a complex university-type institution.

The existing library building of 77,000 square feet has seven reading
rooms with a seating capacity of 890 plus 165 carrells. Departmental
collections in the main library include music, education and psychology,
library service, children's book center, and a browsing room. These are

in addition to a central reference room, and reserve and periodicals rooms.
Four departmental libraries exist outside the main building: chemistry,
journalism, laboratory school, and the State Historical Museum. The last
named library was authorized by the state legislature in 1930 and contains

some 250,000 items in four divisicns: the archives of the University,

documents of various kinds, a rare book collection, and the museum artifacts.

A new building is in the planning stages and the additional space is

sorely needed for housing North Texas' expanding collections. Details

are not yet final but the general plan envisions a large core building with
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space for expansion in three stages. Phase one should be completed in

1969, phase two in 1972, and phase three after 1978. Ultimate capacity
would be 300,000 square feet with 750 carrells and 3,000 student seats.
The present building is thirty years old, although stack additions were
constructed in 1950 and again in 1958.

North Texas' present collection numbers 537,097 volumes and 1is adequate
for work in most undergraduate areas and master's programs, but needs
additional strength in doctoral areas. One of its strongest colleccions
is music which has about 40,000 volumes and over 10,000 recordings.

Some would say that North Texas has the best organized musical Tibrary in
the state. Another strong collection is that of business administration,
while basic reference and bibliographic works are especially well repre-
sented. Special collections include 1,000 volumes in the Weaver Juvenile
Library, illustrating the history of children's literature in the 19th

and early 20th century and an emerging oral histdry collection. The best
collections are music, history, English, economics, mathematics, and
sociology. Since 1948 the library has been a depository for U. S. documents
and now receives approximately 60% of current output. In 1956 the library
entered a subscription to all documents of the Pan American Union.

North Texas has much micro-material including files of early Texas
newspapers, Early American Imprints, and the German Foreign Ministry
Archives. Among its other collections of importance are labor newspapers,
and extensive materials in education, and in 19th century English and

American literature.
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The students at Texas Woman's University, also located in Denton,
make heavy use of the larger and more adequate facilities at Morth Texas

State.

Texas Woman's University

Established as the Girls' Industrial College in 1901, Texas Woman's
University emerged into a state college for women in 1935 and assumed

its present name in 1957. Not surprisingly the doctoral programs in this
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university are chiefly concentrated in the College of Health, Physical
Education, and Recreation, College of Houshold Arts and Sciences, and
College of Education, though both biology and chemistry departments in :
the College of Arts and Sciences offer the doctorate stressing primarily
the effects and use of radiation in the two disciplines.

To support these programs the library holds 500 periodical titles
in chemistry that are not duplicated at North Texas State and engages in

cooperative acquisition of expensive sets in such areas as radiation

biology and chemistry. On the other hand the acquisition of materials for
these graduate programs places a heavy strain on the relatively small library
budget. The presence of the much larger North Texas State l.ibirary nearby
has probably hindered development of the facilities at TWU, especially in
disciplines like library science. To the objective surveyor it does seem
excessive duplication for the state to support two such programs in one
small town.

There is a dearth of graduate facilities for study purposes. The main

library was constructed in 1925 and has been expanded twice, in 1948 and

1958, and plans have been made to complete the furnishing of the basement
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under the latest addition. This area will house current and bound .
periodicals and all microforms, and enable the library to add some 90
reader seats in its 13,000 square feet. This space will bring the

library's total square footage to 66,000 and the total number of reader

seats to 515.

In addition to the main 1library there are three departmental libraries:

a Library Science Library with 8,000 volumes and 192 current periodical
subscriptions, an Art Department collection with about 500 books used
for class demonstration, and a Chemistry Library with a small number of
basic serials such as Beilstein, Gmelin, and a duplicate file of Chemical

Abstracts. The Science Research Building now under construction has space

for a small Tibrary. In addition to these on-campus units separate

libraries are planned for the Schools of Nursing both in Dallas and Houston.
There are also some campus collections developed by departments, e.g. the
curriculum materials center in the English and Foreign Languages Department,
whose materials are not cataloged nor administered by the library. It is
difficult to see how TWU maintains such units under its present library
budget.

Several special collections exist at TWU: the Church Cookbook

Coliection of about 250 cookbooks published between 1850 and 1950, in-

cluding recipes, clippings, menus from hotels, etc. ; the Robert P.
Tristram Coffin Collection, which includes all the editions :f the late
poet with autographs in all but three items; and the Hubbard Collection

of Contemporary Literature, about 150 volumes, some autographed, some first
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editions, and seven manuscripts. The Alumnae Collection reflects an
effort to collect books written by TWU alumnae. The Texas Collection
contains about 300 rarities among its 1,000 volumes and the Woman's

Collection includes about 2,500 volumes by and about women.

Texas A&M University

Texas A&M is the land grant college for Texas and was established
in 1871. Its Colleges of Agriculture and Engineering were founded in
1911, Veterninary Medicine in 1916, and College of Arts and Sciences
and Graduate School in 1924. Long distinguished for its work in agri-
culture and engineering, the traditional disciplines of the land grant
college, Texas A&M has moved in recent years to broaden its offerings
and become a large multi-purpose university. It is one of the two Texas
university libraries among the select group belonging to the Association
of Research Libaries, although its holdings and amount of support
usually rank near the bottom of that list (see Chapter I, Table I ).
Too, A&M is one of the three schools in Texas to achieve rankirg in the
Cartter report as indicated on pages 26-29.

As might be expected from the growth and development of the insti-
tution, the librarv resources at A&M rank high in the sciences and
agriculture but less well in the Tiberal arts and humanities. The
Engineering Library, established in 1941 as the Texas Engineer's Libary,

now has 95,000 volumes and is especially strong in back journal files.

Riiong its strengths are aeronautics, highway engineering, hydrology, and
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petroleum. Among the other resources are departmental or branch libraries
in veterinary medicine, architecture, business administration, and chemistry.
A&M is also a depository for AEC technical reports. ;7‘
The main library building, Cushing Memorial, was built in 1930 and % i;
is becoming very crowded. However, a new building, now under way, will
connect with Cushing and will completely encompass the present Engineering
Library. The new structure will contain 218,108 square feet and have
space for 2,000 reader seats. Aside from the functional difficulties posed
by uniting structures of different ceiling heights. the new building
promises to give the A&M library service units a new lease on life. Some
of the present branch collections will be brought into the new library.

In the field of rare books the collections are now being augmented

_——

and there are some 1,150 volumes of bibliographic rarity without regard
to subject, 1,500 volumes printed in or about the state of Texas, and ! e
4,200 volumes in the area of institutional archives. A developing
collection is that on the Ku Klux Klan. A&M is a depository for U. S.
government publications and has long runs of the documents from major
bureaus. Another special interest has been crime and criminology.

One of the significant facets of library operations at A&M has been
its experimentation with the computer. A statewide survey of automation

in Texas libraries was funded for the A&\ staff and two reports have been

pubh’shed.7 At the present time, however, only its 357 circulition system

is actually operational, although plans have been made for serials control g

and some experimentation with U. S. documents.
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Texas Technological College

Texas Tech is at the same time one of the least known and one of
the more impressive universities in the state. Established in 1923,
Tech established its schools of agriculture, arts and sciences, business
administration, engineering, and home economics in 1925 with the grad-
uate school following eleven years later. Although doctoral work is
fairly recent, it is notable that in Table II about 1/3 of its recent .
doctorates have been in the arts and humanities.

Library development at Tech has followed the institution of graduate
programs and the collection now numbers almost three-quarters of a million

volumes. There is no library in West Texas which can compete with its

resources. It has surprising strength in basic serial publications,

literary journals from the U.S. and Western Europe, and scholairly monographs

in significant number. Moreover, Tech's library has been the beneficiary —

of several special purchases and gifts: The Philadelphia Academy of

Sciences collection on the American Indian, the Koger History of Science
Collection, the Ramon Rivera Collection in Spanish, and the duplicates of

state documents from the Midwest Interiibrary Center. This last named
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collection, acquired for the price of shipment, is an impressive aggregation
of 50,000 volumes of legislative journals, handbooks, manuals, reports of

| various agencies for most of the major and many of the minor states in

the union. The library is also rich in long runs of the proceedings of
scholarly societies, mathematical journals, continental Spain, and is one

of the two regional depositories for U. S. government documents. Its

general reference and bibliography collections are excellent.

Full Tt Provided by ERIC
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These collections are housed in a handsome new building of 143,000
square feet completed in 1962. The present building has space for
1,009 readers and 32 carrells for faculty and graduate students. The
fourth floor has not been finished but is currently serving as a storage
area for the state documents collection and less frequently used older 5
journals. Preliminary planning is now under way for the second stage |
of the building which will probably be needed in the early 1970's.

Of all the comments made by students at various institutions, the
Tech students would seem to be best served in the number of copies of
items in their reserve book room. The library has been generous in % -
its provision of duplicates of standard, heavily used monographs and é
reference works, as well as providing many copies in paperback form. %
The entire emphasis of building, staff, and collections has been placed g
on service with a large measure of success.

Also on the Tech campus, but not a part of the library system, is
the Southwest Collection, a notable archival collection for both the

college and the region. Emphasis has been placed on cattle raising and

P

the economic aspects of development in arid and semi-arid lands. A

small oral histcry project has been started with the help of graduate
students. There are ledger books and manuscripts from the Matador Land

& Cattle Company as well as other companies engaged in land colonization.
The inventoried collections include over two million leaves. Tech's
archives are well organized and include all the presidents through Goodwin

plus the Amon Carter papers relating to Tech. There are numerous auxil-

iary materials such as county histories, newspapers, a mounted map collection,
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city directories, and basic monographs relating to the Southwest in

general and West Texas in particular.

Baylor Univeristy

Baylor is one of the oldest universities in Texas, founded in 1845,
with its College of Arts and Sciences dating from 1847, the School of
Law from 1857, the School of Education from 19i9 and the School of Business
from 1923, and the School of Music from 1925. (The medical and dental

branches in Dallas and Houston @re treated in Chapter VI.) While Baylor

offers doctoral work in a variety of fields, the real development of
graduate work has come in the last few years.

The main library in Waco is housed in hopelessly cramped and

antiquated quarters compieted in 1903. Although the building was revamped
following a fire in 1921, the existing 35,000 square feet seats only 275
students and there are no facilities for graduate students or faculty.

However, these spatial Timitations will be partially alleviated in
the fall of 1968 with the completion of a new multi-level structure of
some 135,000 square feet. This library building has been designed to
accommodate 600,000 volumes and seat 1,500 readers plus 50 faculty and
109 graduate carrells. An additional underground block of 35,000 square
-feet adjacent to the library will be finished later. Staffing may be a
problem in the new library since it represents such a tremendous step
forward from existing service areas.

In addition to the main library Baylor has departmental Tibraries

for chemistry, geology, home economics, library science, mathematics, and

R
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physics. 1here are also three major special collections at Baylor, each
housed separately: the Armstrong Browning Collection, the Music Collection,
and the Texas Collection. In many ways these three collections have
overshadowed the main library and perhaps hindered its proper development.
Nonetheless, the resources they make available to the Baylor community are
impressive indeed. The Armstrong Browning Collection contains about

20,000 items by, about, or associated with Robert Browning, in addition

to much memorabilia. It operates as a separate entity and has its own o
budget. While use is somewhat restricted, serious scholars from far and
near are given every consideration.

The Music Library, recently enriched by a major gift from the
Spencer family, consists of 23,000 scores and recordings which include

extensive holdings of rare materials. The Spencer family gift added

20,000 pieces of sheet music, all in superb condition. At the present
time this material is being carefully indexed and calendared and will
add immeasurably to research in the field of music.

The Texas History Collection is also autonomous, although it is housed

in the main library building, and its book funds come from the general library
budget. Over 40,000 items, books, pamphlets, and periodicals, make this

collection one of the strongest in the state. The term "Texana" has been

defined broadly to include peripheral materials on the natural resources
of the Southwest, the development of minerals, and social 1ife and culture.
Baylor has for many years supplied cards to the University of Texas at Austin

for its Union Catalog of Texana.

Aruitoxt provided by Eic
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The general collections are adequate, and the basic reference and

periodical resources strong.

Rice University

Rice University (official name: William Marsh Rice University) was
established in 1891 but did not give instruction until 1912. For much
of its institutional 1ife it was known as William Marsh Rice Institute

and noted for its strength in science and engineering. In 1946 Rice

founded three divisions: Humanities, Engineering, and Science, to over-
see the affairs of its various departments. Its undergraduate and graduate
departments have traditionally been small and highly selective. Graduate
work in the humanities was expanded after World War II, and the fifties

and early sixties saw concomitant development of library resources in

those disciplines. Its success in achieving national recognition in
these disciplines can be noted in Table IV where it is obviously emerging
as a notable university in English, French, and History.

Although the Rice University Library is not one of the largest in the

state, it is a careful and judicious selection of books designed to facil=
itate the instructional and research programs of the University. It has
a relatively new building of 126,000 square feet, completed in 1949 and

.seating 520 readers, with 124 carrells for graduate students and faculty.

An addition of 99,000 square feet witn 304 additional student seats and

217 carrells will be completed in late 1968. From the beginning the

University has used the Library of Congress classification though the
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recent influx of materials in Austrian history and government and World
war II as well as other materials from Western Europe has resulted in a
substantial backlog of unprocessed items. Approximately 40,000 volumes
now await processing.

The collection now exceeds 500,000 volumes. Thanks to its early
efforts in science and engineering, Rice has the best science collection
in those areas in the state. There are long runs of esoteric serials from
all parts of the world, including Europe, Russia, and the Far East, and
South America, and its current collection is kept up with admirable skill.
The Houston area business and industrial concerns lean heavily upon the
Rice collections and the organization of the Regional Information and
Communications Exchange at Rice will facilitate further use of the

collections by researchers along the Gulf Coast. In addition to science,

Rice has solid strength in the languages and literatures of Western Europe,
especially 18th century England (Axson Collection) while its purchase of

the Nadler Collection gave it excellent standing in German literature.

Other strengths include military history (from which the librari: has

prepared a bibliography), Civil War imprints, World War I, Austrian history,
religion and philosophy, Thomas Collection in Astronomy, music and art.

Among the manuscripts are the Carlotta-Maximilian Collection, T. E. Lawrence,
Albert Thomas and Will Clayton papers, and the Joost Var den Vondel (1587-
1679), collection. Rumanian history is also well represented and the reference

and bibliography collections are excellent. Among the other special

collections is the extensive Axson Collection of 18th century English plays,

a transcription of the James Stephen Hogg papers, 608 reels in the microfilm
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of the Adams Family papers, good collection of Southern newspapers, and
the Harris Masterson Collection of Texana and Southwestern materials.
Basically the Rice collections constitute a good working research library.

Recent checking of the Cambridge Bibliography of English Literature

revealed 80% of the titles for tha 19th century while checking of Burdette's
bibliography in political science revealed 100% of the titles currently
in print. The library is a selective depositofy for U.S. documents, A.E.C.,
N.A.S.A., Rand Corporation, U. S. Geological Survey, and the Army Map
Service.

Both faculty and student questionnnaires rate the library fairly
well. Faculty members responding yielded 31 who rate the collections
excellent, 69 good, 23 fair, and only 5 poor. Of the 376 students res-

ponding 195 regarded library service as good, 28 as fair and only 7 poor.

The only serious coﬁb]aint seemed'to be the lack of microfilm readers.

Comments from the students demonstrated great variety. The collections
were noted as being good to excellent with an obvious need for additional

copies of reserve materials. Quite a few complained that the library

was too noisy. '
Rice has taken the lead in establishing the Regional Information |

and Communications Exchange to serve business and industry along the Gulf

Coast, is one of the sixteen university libraries cooperating with the
Library of Congress in recording bibliographic.information on computer
tape (the MARC project), and was one of the first institutions to use &
357 circulation system. Its well selected collections, relatively smalil

scope of programs, and competent staff are a major factor to be considered

in further statewide developments for library automation.
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Southern Methodist University %

Southern Methodist University was chartered in 1911 and offered
its first instruction in 1915. The following year saw the establishment

of four divisions: College of Arts and Sciences, Graduate School, Perkins

School of Theoiogy, and School of Music. The School of Law and School of P

Engineering fcllowed in 1925, and the School of Business Administration
in 1941. Although the doctoral program is young, the undergraduate and
professional schools have grown rapidly in the past half century.

In size Southern Methodist University's library system ranks second
in the state; and in terms of some library resources would rank first. The
library system at S.M.U. is composed of four separate collections: the
Fordren Library, containing the general undergraduate collection and
ccliections forifhe humanities and social sciences graduate programs; the
Bridwell Library, for the Perkins School of Theology; the Science Library,
containing the general collections in the sciences; and the Law Library,
containing those items specifically related to law.

The Fondren Library at S.M.U. was completed in 1940 and has most of
the characteristics of a library building of that period: Tong central
reference room, imposing staircase, and much space cut up by walls, doors,
and windows. A new addition of 55,956 square feet will be occupied in late
1968 giving space for 500 new seats and 75 study carrells.

The Bridwell Library is seriously crowded, but is the most distinguished
collection on campus, containing the largest collection of incunabula in

the state. An addition to the 22,777 square feet of space in the Bridwell

Library must be provided soon. The Science Library was compieted in 1961
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and would have ample space if other university activities had not pre-
empted the upped floor, the basement and half the first floor. The
Law Library, with approximately 25,000 square feet, is also crowded,
though construction of an addition should begin early in 1968.

In the S.M.U. staff, organization, buildings, and collections are
mirrored those strengths and weaknesses so typical of Texas academic
libraries. Among its staff are some individual librarians who would
easily hold top rank with their peer in any comparable position else-
where in the country. Too, its organizational structure, though tied to
buildings rather than logic, is both workable and flexible. The buildings
themselves do not reflect good library building practice nor particular
charm aesthetically. Both Fondren and Law need new buildings rather than
patchwork additions to older buildings no longer adequate for modern library
service. Moreover, it appears that this mistake will be repeated for
Bridwell when the time for expansion can no longer be delayed.

As for collections, the S.M.U. incunabula collection of over 300
significant titles in superb condition would do justice to any American
university library. Moreover, it has tremendous strength in Latin American
and British Commonwealth law. Indeed its Latin American law collection is
probably better even than that of the University of Texas at Austin. The
DeGolyer Foundation Library, housed in the Fondren Library and listed in
the S.M.U. catalog, is superb in the history of the Trans-Mississippi West,
Mexico, North American Indians, transportation, and some manuscripts. The

DeGolyer Geology and Petroleum Collection, on indefinite loan to the Science
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Library, is strong in the early history of the petroieum industry and

in publications of local, state, and regionai geological societies. f

The Science Library serves as a Federal Technical Report Civnter and
has some 150,000 reports, especially for NASA and AEC. There are a
number of first editions in English and American literature, a good

collection relating to World Wars I & II, an excellent Methodist His-
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torical Collection strong in Wesleyana, and other religion collections

of outstanding value described in Chapter VI. In addition the general
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reference and bibliography coilections are unusually good considering
the amount of money S.M.U. has traditonally budgeted for books. i

These are strengths which no one can take lightly nor dismiss with-~
out a touch of envy. What then is the problem? S.M.U.'s collections are

highly specialized and there have been few funds to build up complemen-

tary materials and such basic items as the standard proceedings of the
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major scientific societies, the scholarly monographs now appearing in

such abundance, and the kind of well rounded collections that makes re-

search possible. In this respect S.M.U. compares unfavorably with both
T.C.U. and Rice, though these collections are much smaller numerically.

On the other hand there are advantages to the speicalized collec-
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tions which nc one can deny. How does one evaluate the presence of the
Southwestern Legal Foundation with its resources upon the library of the
X Law School? Or the presence of the Industrial Information Service and its
service to industry upon the attitude of business and industry toward % t
supporting the total S.M.U. program? Or the DeGolyer Foundation Library gfﬁ

and the continued support of the two DeGolyer collections by the DeGolyer

ry

©

4
A ) L
L ER[C ,

PAFullToxt Provided by ERIC




49

Feundation? The S.M.U. Library system would be much poorer without
such collections and such support.

What is primarily needed at S.M.U. is a better rationale for its
total library system and more fundamental support for current materials
than it is now getting. A hand-to-mouth existence for basic collection
building is long range assurance of mediocrity, for a scholar cannot use
priceless incunabula unless he has the essentia’ hibliographic tools, the
general reference works, the fundamental histories and literary studies
of the period in which he is working. This comment is more crucial for
Fondren and Science than it is for Bridwell and Law which seem to have
done a better job of both specialized and basic collection building.

The faculty and student questionnaire at S.M.U. revealed a good
basis upon which a long-range developmental program can be based. Thirty-
nine faculty members thought the collections excellent, 72 good, 29 fair,
and only 18 poor. There were a number of comments abuut the greater need
for more copies of reserve books. This seemed to be a more serious
problem for some faculty members than ine need for additional titles. Of
the 1,107 students returning the questionnaire 528 rated the quality of
service good, 42 fair, and only 12 poor. The pattern of comments reflected
no consistency concerning problems found in using the collections. About
as many found the librarians extremely helpful and cooperative as found

them surly and uncommunicative, which suggests that S.M.U. has about the

same kind of student gripes one notices elsewhere.
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Texas Christian University

Despite its relative age (established 1873) the development of

Texas Christian University with its various schoois and colleges is

largely an event of this century. In addition to the College of Arts
and Sciences founded in 1873, there are several other major divisions:
% Brite College of the Bible, established in 1914; School of Education,
1923; Graduate School, 1926; School of Business, 1938; Harris College
of Nursing, 1946; and College of Fine Arts, 1949. T.C.U.'s doctoral
programs are recent developments though they are growing steadily.

The main library building at T.C.U. was constructed in 1924, but
renovation and expansion in 1958 successfully tripled the size and use-

fulness of the original structure. The building now has 80,000 square
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feet with 1,000 reader seats and space for 70 carrells for graduate
students and faculty. The collection now numbers 550,000 volumes and book
budgets permit the aédition of about 30,000 volumes per year. Two
departmental libraries exist: the music library and college of nursing

library. The seminary library, discussed in Chapter VIII, is housed in

the main building.

Among T.C.U.'s special collections are the William Luther Lewis

collection of 1,500 rare books and manuscripts relating to English and

American literature. This collection was presented to T.C.U. in 1958

by the Amon G. Carter Foundation and contains over 900 first editions

ranging from the 15th to the 20th century. The library also has strength

in Southwest materials, Disciples of Christ history, geology, mathematics,
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psychology, and religion, with many volumes of U. S. documents. On the
whole the T.C.U. Library is more noted for being a good working library,

rather than a library of specialized collections.
Finances

In any discussion of library operations, the subject of finance
inevitably raises its head. No one has ever determined exactly how much
it takes to finance a library which is adequate in every way to serve the
needs of its clientele, whether that clientele be the average citizen,
the distinguished professor, or the freshman in junior colinge. By
general agreement some principles have come to be accepted as having
some validity. Five per cent of the educational budget or $50 per student
are the most generally accepted guidelines, though it is fairly obvious
that a smaller institution with a strong commitment to graduate teaching
and faculty research could not possibly have an adequate library by using
either guideline. Some major institutions in the country spend as much
as $400 per student and even theological seminaries in Texas have high
per student costs for libraries, though their total library budgets may
be in the $50-75,000 per year range. The reader is again reminded of the
Downs study, mentioned earlier in this chapter, where $200,000 per year
for the book budget and a minimum of 500,000 volumes for graduate work
in a wide variety of fields was thought necessary.8

In terms of the principles ennunciated above, Table V shows a strong

commitment by the private universities to their library programs.
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§ FINANCES OF PRIVATE AND PUBLIC UNIVERSITIES
1965/66
Institution Total Inst. Total Libr. Percent Per
Expenditure Expenditure Capita
Expend.

Public

University of Houston $14,626,759 $816,523 6.0 $41

North Texas State 9,654,408 675,998 7.0 48

Texas Woman's 3,598,365 223,172 6.2 55

Texas AM 12,851,000 619,568 4.8 58

Texas Tech 12,104,671 763,189 6.3 43

Total 52,835,203 3,098,450

Private

Baylor University 5,690,848 549,646 9.0 85

Rice University 8,455,357 772,398 9.0 279

Southern Methodist 9,027,377 720,588 8.0 103

Texas Christian 6,505,231 413,598 6.2 56

Total 29,678,813 2,456,230

Rice University with above nine per cent of its budget and an expenditure :
of $279 per student obviously has a strong commitment to library progress. : ‘
A11 of the other private universities are spending considerably above the ﬁ
recommended guidelines. Among the public institutions only TWU and Texas
A&M receive above $50 per capita and Texas A&M is slightly below 5% in
percentage of the institutional budget. If total figures produced by these
general guidelines prove inadequate to give good 1library serive (and faculty,

| students, and librarians across the state suggested that they are), then

the fault may very well be that total institutional expenditures are not §7

AruiToxt provided by ERIC




.development. Table VI shows the impact this year of federal funding under
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adequate to support the programs upon which these universities have
embarked. It obviously is not the function of this survey to suggest
to any administration that it pare its progﬁam§ to its resources. Yet
the surveyors in all good conscience feel compelled to point out that
their survey of 1ibrary resources discovered so many unmet needs that
additional graduate programs costing large sums of money should be entered
into only after the most careful consideration. The addition of expensive
graduate programs to library services that are already strained can only )
result in educational mediocrity.

This comment does not overlook either the enormous progress made in

Texas both in the private and public sector, nor the expectation of future

the Higher Education Act of 1965, Title II-A, for library resources, a
program that will surely grow in size and importance. Table VII shows the
relative increase in state financing for the public universities and colleges
over the past three biennia. In addition, many of these schools have i
benefitted substantially from private gifts of funds and collections. No }
objective surveyor could fail to be impressed with the extent to which

university administrators have pledged support for expanding library resources

and services. The only point in this warning is to encourage further
consistent support of a high order as the only way to bring national renown
to the second-ranking universities and to undergird new programs they are
being urged to undertake. When the Inter-University Council members in the
Dallas-Fort Worth-Denton area still have to go out of the area for over 30%

of their interiibrary loans, one cannot be complacent about the need for

further strengthening of 1ibrary r‘esour‘ces.9
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Resources

As has already been suggested, quantitative elements relating to

size, endowment or appropriation, enrollment, size of faculty, nature of

discussing library resources. Table VIII presents the picture on library

iE
! graduate studies, and the kind of research undertaken are critical in
i resources as they appeared at the end of fiscal year 1966.

TABLE VIII
LIBRARY RESOURCES OF PUBLIC AND PRIVATE UNIVERSITIES

Ingtitution No. Vol. Vols. Added Avg. No. Vols. Periodical
1965-66 Added 1961-66 Subscriptions
Public
Univ. of Houston 383,376 43,270 27,054 3,545
North Texas State 537,097 33,638 30,769 3,390
Texas Woman's 288,160 13,252 9,197 1,498
Texas A&M 591.403 27,401 22,382 4,000
Texas Tech 700,316 148,571 43,378 4,218
Tetal 2,500,352 266,132 132,780 16,651
Private
Baylor 370,406 15,236 13,062 2,350
Rice 556,223 33,800 31,747 3,553
Southern Methodist 870,863 74,003 61,406 4,202
Texas Christian 547,601 31,504 33,255 2,740
Total 2,345,093 154,543 139,470 12,845

“clumn three shows the average number of volumes added by each institution
during the five year period 1961-1966. The median for this column is

30,769 volumes, while the median for column two, the volumes added in the
year 1965-66, was 33,638 volumes, and the median number of periodicals was

3,55 subscriptions. With the continually expanding rate of publications




61

and each institution's expanding programs it would seem that the minimum
goal of each university might be at least 40,000 volumes and 4,000 sub-
scriptions annually in the immediate future.

This leads to the next point: ACRL standards. Table IX compares
Texas' other universities and their enrollment with standard§ set by the
Association of College and Research Libraries, a division of the American
Library Association. These standards set a goal of a basic collection of
50,000 volumes for an enrollment of 600 students with increments of 10,000
volumes for eazh additional 200 students.

Table IX
COMPARISONS WITH ACRL STANDARDS: PUBLIC AND PRIVATE UNIVERSITIES

Institution No. Vols. Enrolliment Standard Beficiency

Public

Univ. of Houston 383,376 | 19,986 1,020,000 637,000

North Texas State 537,097 13,973 66€,700 181,603

Taxas Woman's 288,160 4,048 222,400 None

Texas A&M 591,403 10,623 562,000 None

Texas Tech 700,316 17,770 908,500 208,500
Total 2,500,352 93,745 3,381,600

Private

BayTor University 370,406 6,432 341,600 None

Rice University 556,223 2,768 158,400 None

Southern Methodist 870,863 7,014 370,700 None

Texas Christian 547,601 7,340 387,000 None
Total 2,345,093 23,554 1,257,700

While the surveyors admit that this standard may work well for some smaller
colleges (although one of them which meets the quantitative standards is

probably one of the poorest libraries in the state), they are not realistic




Ttor the larger universities. Is one to say, for instance, that a college
with 400,000 volumes and an enrollment of 20,000 students is less able

to serve its student body with basic materials than a small college with
1,000 students and 70,000 volumes? Or that an institution with 3,500

students and 300,000 volumes but with graduate work in a wide variety of

? fields is adequate? The authors frankly do not accept such a judgment.

Inadequate as some of the college and university libraries are, they deserve

 to be judged upon other ‘than quantitative standards and their services must

i pass or fail on that basis. If new branches of the University of California

? can begin operating with 53,000 titles

10 it seems unlikely that basic

senior colleges need a great deal more. This list was published too late

- for checking and analysis by the universities, but it would be a useful

- measuring device at this time.

Granted that there are no quantitative standards that have general

validity or applicability, the surveyors do suggest the following as

" minimum and reaiistic goals to be achieved not only by these universities

' but by the other academic institutions as well:

Minimum Collections Min. Additions Min.

Per Year Subscriptions
~ Doctoral Universities 500,0G0 40,000 4,000
- Senior Colleges with some
% master's work 250,000 2G,000 2.700
- Senior Colleges with Tittle
‘ or no master's work 100,000 10,000 1,000
Junior Co'lleges 25,000 2,500 250

~ Undoubtedly some provision will have to be made in addition to these suggestions

for those institutions with specialized schools such as forestry, veterinary
medicine, or law, but here the main argument is for basic well selected collec-

tions to serve the immediate needs of Texas' growing masses of students.
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How would these universities mentioned in this chapter fare under
this suggestion? In the intervening budget year probably only Baylor, the
University of Houston, and Texas Woman's University would not yet meet
the standard for minimum number of volumes, though two of them would be
close. The chief difficulty might be in raising support for the private :
universities to meet the standard for yearly additions and periodical (
subscriptions, though federal funding could assist them materially in
this endeavor. The surveyors would also suggest that in making such

additions those universities in a particular city or part of the state

cooperate in their decisions on which periodicals and expensive sets
they should each buy so that the maximum number of new titles might be
available for all researchers.

Another measuring device used by the surveyors was the printed 1list
of 257 basic reference books selected by the editors of the periodical,

Choice: Books for College Libraries, which represented those titles thought

to be important in every academic 1ibrary the day it opened. In addition
to this sampling of reference books the surveyors used the same list of
100 periodicals indicated by Downs in his survey of Missouri libraries and g}

published in Appendix A.]] General periodicals of the_Reader's Guide type

were excluded since most of them would ordinarily be found in imost academic

libraries. On both counts the the state's other university libraries fared

well.
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TABLE X
TITLES OF BASIC REFERENCE AND PERIODICAL TITLES HELD BY
PUBLIC AND PRIVATE UNIVERSITIES

Institution No. Ref. Titles Percentage No. Per. Titles

Held Held
Public
University of Houston 251 97.7% 100
North Texas State 248 96.5% 99
Texas Woman's University 173 67.3% 92
Texas A&M University 248 96.5% 96
Texas Tech 243 94.6% 99
Private
Baylor University 239 93.0% 99
Rice University 242 94.1% 98
Southern Methodist 254 98.8% 100
Texas Christian 250 97.3% 99

State Procedures for Book Purchases

With the increase of sperding for library materials from all sources,
some modernization of state procedures for domestic book and periodical
acquisitions is an urgent matter. Present procedures do not encourage the
use of available computer facilties nor do they take account of the ever
changing book and jobber market. Costs of acquiring materials have risen
steadily and any effort to reduce such cost can only increase the usefulness
of funds made available. This is certainly one area where data processing
equipment can be used immediately and with good effect. Most librarians,
especially in the larger universities, are eager to pursue more effective
and efficient means of acquiring materials at the earliest possible moment.
This is particularly true of standing orders for certain specialty presses

and especialiy for the university presses where most large libraries acquire




the bulk of their output anyway.

Many librarians believe that the system of awarding a single state
contract for domestic monographs and periodicals is time-consuming,
expensive, and ultimately frustrating for the library user. No doubt it
served well in earlier days when the amount of money spent was relatively
csmall. However, the records of the Texas Council of State College Librarians

lead one to believe that an inordinate amount of expensive staff time has

been spent to make the present system work effectively. The annual swapping
of book and periodical contracts has received considerable attention of the
State Board of Control in the last few years and some aspects have been
improved this past year.

The chief argument for the present contract system is the advantage
the state achieves from placing bulk orders with one jobber. However,
the book trade in this country is now so diverse, and the items any
institution must acquire so varied, that it has become increasingly difficult
to write a contract with real meaning. Moreover, some of the large insti-
tutions could actually secure larger discounts from some publishing firms
by ordering directly from the press itself. Sorting orders by press will
become much easier with new data processing equipment. There will still
need to be a jobber for general purchases, especially in the smaller
institutions, but institutions should be given flexibility in placing orders
where they can get the best discount and fastest service.

The argument against such a policy is the loss of control by the

state. Balanced against this argument is the fact that 1ibrarians, whose




main business is the book business, are also state empioyees and have

specific responsibility for securing any type material at the Teast possible
cost and with the maximum efficiency. Proper procedures could certainly

be instituted for state audit of domestic book expenditures as already

o ot e A e R s 22D oA %

exists for other kinds of expenditures.
With the flood o. paperwork now causing all offices to look closely
at their operations and forcing consideration of more efficient ways

of conducting the state's business, the surveyors recommend that the {

Coordinating Board staff set up a joint committee with the State Becard 1
of Control staff, including appropriate representation from the Texas
Council of State College Librarians, to consider these problems and to

explore new methods of meeting them.

Summary

While Texas' other universities have not fared well in relation to
their peer institutions across the nation, there has been a revival of
interest in and support of library resources and services in the past five
years. The surveyors share the opinion that most of the increased funds
have been spent wisely and with appropriate consideration for the overall
library needs of Texas. At the same time the great increase in numbers
of students and the size and nature of new graduate programs have pressed
hard upon the ability of the 1ibrary to meet such demands. Therefore the
following recommendations should be kept in-mind as the Coordinating Board

determines the direction of higher education for Texas:
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Institution of procedures toward further improvement in the
sharing of resources of all libraries offering the doctorate.

The provision of travel funds, scholarships, and small grants-
in-aid to enable students and faculty to move around the state
where resources already exist in strength.

A clearer definition of what kinds of programs an institution
can support at its present and prospective level of financing.

Acquisitions policy statements carefully drawn up and stubbornly
adhered to in major metropelitan areas to avoid duplication of
expensive and Tittle used sets.

A realistic basis for growth as suggested by the minimum goals
noted on p. 62.

More attention to the needs of the undergraduate, particularly
as those needs relate to multiple copies of standard reference
works and journals. Serious attention should also be given to
meeting some of these needs from revoiving paperback reserve
collections.

Better identification of resources that already exist through
improved bibliographies, research guides, and union lists.

Immediate attention to the processing backlogs that now exist
at several universities and consideration of cooperative cata-
loging for items not now available from the Library of Congress.

A continuation, improvement, and extension of the Texas Information
Exchange to include all private universities now offering doctoral
work.

The appointment of a committee to consider a better method of
securing Tibrary materials for the state universities or of
mitigating some of the worst effects of the contract system.
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Chapter III

The Public and Priva*e Senior College Libraries

The definition of a senior college, formerly known primarily as
basic four-year institutions, is noteasy, for the nature of these insti-
tutions has changed decidedly in the last decade. Many states have seen
former teachers' colleges become universities with a much broader purpose
while many basic four-year colleges have added some master's work and even
an occasional professional school. The report of the Governor's Committee
on Education Beyond the High School recognized this problem and recommended
that a Coordinating Board be established, one of whose functions would be

to determine which institutions should be classified as juninr colleges,

senior colleges, and as Universities.] The Coordinating Board came into

existence on September, 1, 1965, and has proceeded to define the role and

scope of various institutionso2 The current master plan of which this

survey is a part will undoubtedly spell out some of the implications for

various types of schools. Basically, as the Governor's Committee recommended,

degree-granting policies should assure that institutions classified as

senior colleges grant only the respective bachelor's and master's degrees

for which they qualify for accreditation.3 Therefore, in this chapter the

definition of a senior college is that of the report of the Governor's Committee.
A senior college is an independently organized post-secondary
institution providing at least four years or the equivalent of

education, with emphasis upon general undergraduate training

Teading to at least Ehe baccalaureate degree and to not more than
the master's degree.

Althcugh all the colleges both public and private have been included in the

statistical data, only the public colleges are described inaividually.

70
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The Public Senior Colleges

Public senior colleges in Texas are organized under a variety of
boards and systems, though all budgets, courses, and cther operating data
eventually go through the Coordinating Board, Texas College and University
System, which was established in 1965. The University of Texas system has
its own board of regents governing the University of Texas at Austin, all
three medical schools, the dental school, the M.  D. Anderson Hospital and
Tumor Institute, and the two colleges, the University of Texas at Arlington
and the University of Texas at E1 Paso. Only the last two mentioned are
covered in this chapter.

Another large system is that of Texas A&M University, whose board
governs Texas A&M University at College Station, the Texas Maritime Academy
at Galveston, Prairie View Agricultural and Mechanical College at Prairie
View, Tarleton State College at Stephenville, and the James Connaily Technical
Institute at Waco. Both Prairie View and Tarleton are roughly akin to the
other senior colleges and are discussed in this chapter.

In addition to these two major systems there are seven colleges which
are governed by the Board of Regents, State Teuchers colieges: East Texas
State University (Commerce), Sam douston State College (Huntsville), Southwest
Texas State College (San Marcos), Stephen F. Austin State College (Nacogdoches),
Sul Ross State College (Alpine), West Texas State University (Canyon). and
Angelo State College (San Angelo).

Five other institutions have their individual governing boards: Lamar

State College of Technology (Beaumont), Texas A&l University (Kingsviile),
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Texas Southern University (Houston), Midwestern University (Wichita Falls),

and Pan American College (Edinburg).

Discussion of each of these institutions follows the order used by

the Coordinating Board in their reports.

their date of founding, enrollment, and faculty are given in Table I.

Table 1

PUBLIC SENIOR COLLEGES

Data or the .ublic senior colleges,

Institution Location Date of Head-Count FTE

Founding Enroliment Faculty
Fail, 1966 Fall, 1966

University of Texas at E1 Paso 1913 8,113 296.97
University of Texas at Arlington 1895 11,501 410.17
Tarleton State Stephenvilie 1899 2,010 83.61
Prarie View A8M Prairie View 1876 3,583 176.39
Lamar State Beaumont 1923 9,828 351.50
Texas A&I University Kingsvilie 1917 4,907 208.10
Texas Southern udnivcrsity Houston 1947 4,556 200.20
Midwestern U?iversity Wichita Falls 1922 3,626 111.00
Pan American Edinburg 1927 3,357 99.20
East Texas State Commerce 1889 7,723 326.90
Sam Houston State Huntsville 1879 6,829 301.82
Southwest Texas State San Marcos 1898 6,580 244 .25
West Texas State Univeouily Canyon 1610 6,100 198.90
Stephen F. Austin Stat~ Nacogdoches 1917 6,002 242.49
Sul Ross Sta?e Alpine 1917 1,798 79.59
Angelo State San Angelo 1928 2,396 102.20
Totai 89,769 3,433.29

]Entered state system in September, 1965

FullToxt Provided by ERIC.
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Private Senior Colleges

The private senior colledes report to their own governing boards
which are usually self-perpetuating or appointed by the denominational
group with which they are affiliated. Table II lists the private senior

colleges with their locations and church affilitations along with the dates

of founding, student enrollment, and teaching staff.
Table II
ENROLLMENT DATA, PRIVATE SENIOR COLLEGES

Institution Location Date of Church Head-Count  Faculty |
Founding Affili- Enrolliment |
ation Faii, 1966
*Abilene Christian Abilene 1906 Ch. of 3,064 132.02
Christ
*Austin College Sherman 1849 Presby-
terian 993 72
Bishop College Dallas 1881 Baptist 1,242 NA
East Texas Baptist Marshall 1912 Baptist 664 NA
Garland College NA NA NA 60 NA
*Hardin Simmons Abilene 1891 Baptist 1,781 95
*Houston Baptist Houston 1960 Baptist 840 57
*Howard Payne Brownwood 1889 Baptist 1,183 64
*Huston-Tillotson Austin 1877 Methodist 679 39
*Incarnate Word San Antonio 1881 Catholic 1,249 83
Jarvis Christian Hawkins 1913 Disciples 527 35
of Christ
Le Tourneau Longview 1946 Private 696 35.5
*McMurry Abilene 1920 Methodist 1,371 65
Mary Hardin-Baylor Belton 1845 Baptist 681 47
*Qur Lady of the Lake San Antonio 1896 Catholic 1,490 104
Paul Quinn Waco NA NA 565 NA
Sacred Heart Dominican  Houston 1945 Catholic 460 44
St. Edward's Univ. Austin 1881 Catholic 939 70
*St. Mary's Univ. San Antonio 1852 Catholic 3,519 119
*Southwestern Univ. Georgetown 1840 Methodist 815 NA
*Texas College Tyler NA NA 454 NA
Texas Lutheran Sequin 1891 Lutheran 742 60




o e R e e i

74

¥Texas Wesleyan Fort Worth 1890 Methodist 2,262 75
Trinity University San Antonio 1869 Presbyterian 2,508 150
University of Corpus

Christi Corpus Christi 1947 Baptist 634 22
University of Dallas Dallas 1955 Catholic 948 57.8
University of St

Thomas Houston 1947 Catholic 945 NA
| Wayland Baptist Plainview 1908 Baptist 716 55
Wiley College Marshall 1873 Methodist 610 35

Totals 32,637 1,516.32

g*Indicates library visited personally by a surveyor
|

The twenty-nine private senior colleges enrolled a total of 32,637 students

in the fall of 1966, or about one-third the number enrolled in the public

senior colleges. High tuition rates and Timited enrollments will undoubtedly
tend to stabilize these figures in the future while the public institutions
will bear the chief load ¢f expanding college populations and increased demand
é for higher education. No attempt is made here to describe each of the private
? college libraries in detail though the majority of these libraries were

; visited personally by one of the surveyors as indicated in Table II. However,
one additional note seems worth mentioning. Of the twenty-nine private senior

colleges, all but four responded to the survey questionnaire.

!{
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PROFILES GF PUBLIC SENIOR COLLEGES

The University of Texas at E1 Paso (formerly Texas Western College)

The library of the University of Texas at E1 Paso has a strong under-
graduate collection and one of the best collections of back files of
periodicals and government documents among the public senior colleges. The
general collections are well organized and well used. Holdings of science

and technology are adequate to support the engineering courses in gas and

0il. Materials in the field of education are good, with many reports in
series, and there are special collections of Mexican and Southwestern materials,
including the John H. McNeely Collection of Spanish Literature and Rare Books.
The present building was constructed in 1937 with a stack addition in
1959. It currently seats 320 readers in its 33,000 square feet of space.
Although the building is overcrowded and a new addition is under construction,
the surveyor had doubts about the prospect of the addition being adequate
for long-range development despite its provision for 680 readers in 59,000
square feet. In this sense the addition follows an all too familiar tendency
in Texas colleges: to add to non-functional buildings in a kind of patchwork
pattern that does not serve the institution well.

The University of Texas at Arlington (formerly Arlington State College)

Situated halfway between Dallas and Fort Worth, the University of Texas
at Ariington has seen almost phenomenal growth since its elevation to senior
college status in 1959. As is true of all public colleges in major metro- ?
politan areas, University of Texas at Arlingten can expect further expansion

of both enrollments and graduate offerings in the near future. The 1967

legislature added a Graduate Schoo?! of Social Work and an Institute of Urban
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Affairs to Arlington's responsibilities and the possibility of cooperative

doctoral programs with North Texas State and Texas Woman's University has

been suggested in the Coordinating Board's "Role and Scope Statement for
Public Senior Coileges and Universities."5

Nuring the year 1967 the library will occupy expanded quarters as a
result of a four-story addition to its original three-story building
completed in 1964. The total capacity of this building, of which the
Tibrary will use only four floors initially, is 850,000 volumes and 2,500
readers. With the expansion that is 1ikely to take place at Arlington,
this new structure, with its 166,500 square feet of space, will probably
be filled more quickly than anyone now realizes.

Since Arlington existed for many years as a junior college, the
development of the collections has occurred only within the last decade.
However, progress has been rapid and Arlington can point with pride to its
basic collections, as well as a history of science collection and a group
of twentieth century American authors provided from the duplicates of the
University of Texas at Austin. Moreover, it has been successful in
establishing a Texas Labor Collection which now contains the non-current
records of the Tarrant County Central Labor Council, the Dallas County
Central Labor Council, back files of nine Texas labor newspapers, and records
of several locals as well 3 personal papers of some labor leaders.
Arlington still needs to concentrate on back files of some periodicals and
to expand its reference holdings since it will obviously become a university

in fact as well as in name in the near future.

i
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The major problem for Arlington has been the addition of staff to
cope with the increasing amounts of material. Although it has now completed
its change to the Library of Congress classification system, the influx of
materials has been so rapid as to put serious strain on the technical proc-
essing departments. Too, the new space in its divisional reading rooms will
require additional reference librarians of high caliber to serve research
needs as they develop.

Tarleton State College

Tarleton was also a junior college elevated to senior college status
by action of the 1959 legislature, and the college now offers work in most
fields at the baccalaureate level. While the collection has grown, it has
definitely not kept pace with the advance of curriculum and will need con-
tinuing attention in the years ahead. The library has betiter materials for
work in English Titerature and languages than it does in the sciences, a not
uncommon situation among Texas senior colleges. The administration recognizes
weaknesses in these areas and has attempted to strengthen the Tibrary in
those areas requiring attention. There are no special collections nor are
there any intentions to develop or acquire such resources. In view of the
nature of the collection this decision to further strengthen the under-
graduate collection rather than emphasize specialties seems eminently wise.

The present building was completed in 1956 but is now very crowded.
There are plans for an addition but these plans seem entirely inadequate
for future growth. The plan is to double the size of the present building
with an allocation of sixty per cent of the new space, or 13,200 square feet,
for library use. Reader seats will increase by 200 giving a total of 410

readers for a present enrollment of around 2,000 students.
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Prairie View A&M College

Prairie View A&M College developed originally as the Negro land-grant

college in Texas and has moved increasingly toward multi-purpose college

status in recent years. As might be expected, its collections reflect the

land-grant college background and have surprising strength in science,

agriculture, and home economics. Its long runs of major scientific and
technical serial titles reflect a conscious decision of the librarian during
the period of low book budgets to emphasize the scholarly journal title to

the exclusion of the general undergraduate periodical and scholarly mono-
graph. For that reason Prairie View has gaps in hany general titles, but
these are the titles that can be most easily and cheapiy secured. The library
has also recently received a gift of 4,000 paperbacks from the Fund for the

Advancement of Education to strengthen the basic undergraduate program in

the humanities and social sciences.

There are many basic reference books and indexes, as well as some
specialized materials, e. g. several major Negro newspapers on microfilm
and a small collection of 1,687 volumes by and about Negroes.

Among the problems at Prairie View are multiple copies of out-of-date
textbooks and other materials which should be discarded. Reportadly the
Texas A&M system administrative procedures for releasing such materials are
so cumbersome that these materials have been pushed aside in a locked room
in the basement. Being an older collection, the library seriously needs a

major binding project to preserve basic materials that should remain for future

use.
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The Tibrary is short of staff and there is a serious cataloging back-
log. Salaries are not competitive and recruiting has been hampered as a
result. The librarian is considering changing the classification scheme to
the Library of Congress to take advantage of as much centralized cataloging
and classification as possible, and this should certainly be done soon.

The 1library building was constructed in 1944-45 and is now inadequate.

A new addition of 27,500 square feet will be completed in 1968 and should

be quite serviceable, though no provision has been made for remodeling the
present building. Thus the college will continue to be hampered by non-
functional library space. After the addition has been occupied, the library
will have available about 60,000 square feet.

This is a library where fundamental collection building has been done
and Prairie View A8M deserves better support and attention than it has had
in the past.

Lamar State College of Technology

Lamar State College of Technology, founded as a junior college in 1923,
joined the state system of higher education as a four-year college in 1951.
Curriculum expansion has been steady and the college now offers the B.A. and
B.S. degrees in most fields, plus the M.B.A., M.Ed., the M.A., and M.S.
Lamar has no fewer than eight schools: liberal arts, sciences, business,
education, engineering, fine and applied arts, graduate school, and Lamar
School of Vocations. Chief emphasis has been in the technical-engineering
areas, but other areas will undoubtedly be stressed now that en rollment

has passed the 10,000 student mark.
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The Lamar Tech collections are small for the size of enrollment but
recent legislative appropriations have attempted to bring the total volumes
up to standard. Unfortunately a reverse ratio on books and staff during

the past biennium seriously affected the ability of the staff to absorb

incoming materials. Basic selection of reference books, indexes, periodical
files, and scholarly monographs has followed the curriculum with good effect,
although the Tibrary still has to borrow heavily from other institutions for
its faculty and graduate students. Lamar has been a U. S. government
depository since 1957 and receives about 1/3 of the amount of material
offered to libraries. There is a small collection of first editions of

American and English literature. Any fair evaluation would give the Lamar

collection superior ranking as a basic undergraduate college library with

less strength in the master's areas. However, the current journals in science
and technology indicate strength in chemistry, geology, the petroleum
industry, and engineering, with good bibliographic coverage in other areas
through indexing and abstracting services.

The Lamar library building was completed in 1942 with additions in

1956 and 1966. It now has space for 893 student readers and 16 carrells in

63,531 square feet. The latest addition is attractive, has good lighting

and air conditioning, but it is apparent that the facility will be adeguate

for only a very few years.

Texas A&i University

Texas A&I University was established as a teachers' college in 1917 and
has since evolved into a broader, multipurpose college. It offers the bachelor's

degree in most fields and has fairly extensive master's Tevel work. The basic

v
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library collection has followed the instructional program and is a good
undergraduate working collecti:r. There is a special collection of
Southwestern literature, the McGill Collection, and the library has been
a U. S. documents depository since 1947. Current receipts are about 60%
of depository materials.

The present A&I library was completed in 1951 and is inadequate for
modern library service. However, a new library building, designed for 1,000
readers in over 94,000 square feet, is under construction and scheduled f~r
occupancy in June, 1968. This is definitely one of the better planned library
buildings encountered by the surveyors and seems to have good distribution
of working space and readers services.

Texas Southern University

Texas Southern was established in 1947 as Texas State University for
Negroes. Its name was changed to the present in 1951 and Texas Southern now
have five divisions: Colleges of Arts and Sciences, Graduate School. School
of Law, School of Industries, School of Pharmacy, and School of Business.
According to the Coordinating Board's role and scope statement the Texas
Southern Law School will be phased out by August 31, 1973. The university
offers the bachelor's degree in most fivclds, the first professional degree
in pharmacy and law, and the master's degree in the various liberal arts,
business administration, education, and science.

The 1library at TSU is basically an undergraduate collection though
there are some specialities. Despite a sizable Ford Foundation grant of
$60,000 and several federal grants, the 1ibrary's progress has been slow,
and neither in quantity of holdings nor caliber of materials can TSU support

graduate work or professional work well. Among its special strengths are
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an impressive collection of 19th century literary magazines, inherited from
the o1d Houston College for Negroes, the Heartman Collection on the Negro,
some 4,500 books, 5,000 pamphlets, and 2,000 other items, and the Shaw
Collection on the Fine Arts, some 2,000 items. There are many gaps in

the serial titles, and this will increase with the addition of some 500
subscriptions in 1967. There is surprising strength in scientific journals
and the Ford Foundation grant is intended to improve the business collection
over the next five years. Basically TSU represenis another case of a Texas
academic library trying to support too many programs with too Tittle
financial support.

The library building at Texas Southern was constructed in 1956 and an
addition was completed in 1967. There is currently space for 1,016 readers
and 14 carrells and adequate room for doubling or tripling the collection.
The Pharmacy Library is housed in the Pharmacy Building and is crowded. TSU's
Law Library is discussed in Chapter VII.

Midwestern University

Midwestern is another junior college which evolved into a senior
college. Established in 1922, Midwestern awarded its first baccalaureate
degree in 1947, and entered the state system in higher education in 1961.

The Tibrary has a well selected collection for undergraduate programs
but is seriously deficient in materials to support the master's programs.
However, both state and private support have been increasing. A recent
private gift of $200,000 will not only enable Midwesteri tG expand the
collections but also to automate parts of the library operation. A list of

surrent subscriptions and holdings of journals has already appeared and the
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automation of the circulation processes is far advanced. However, collec-
tion development is an obvious need at Midwestern before any further
expansion of curriculum should be contemplated.

The 1library building was completed in 1964, contains 55,000 square
feet, and has space for 720 readers and 160,000 volumes. There is ample
space in which to develop the collections and the flexibility of space
will enable the staff to modify patterns of service easily ard inexpensively
as the needs dictate.

Pan American College

Pan American College began its existence as Edinburg Junior College
in 1927, became a four-year institution in 1952, and joined the state
system of higher education in 1965. The college does not offer any degree
beyond the bachelor's at the present time.

The collection, on the whole, is well-selected and balanced, with the
science field being strong for a library of this size. Spanish literature
is also well represented, no doubt reflecting the geographic orientation of
the college. The greatest handicap is the lack of periodical files, thrugh
there are other weaknesses in literature, history, art, music, businass,
and economics. There is a special collections room containing the Pan American
Collection of books about the Southwest, Texas, the Rio Grande Valley, Mexico,
and Latin America.

The present library building was completed in 1961 and an addition, to
be completed by 1969, will bring the total square feet to 37,000 and the reader
seats to 527. Unfortunately the design of the planned expansion will not

contribute successfully to a functioning library. The cctagonal structure

will result in much wasted space and unusable corners. Whatever may be its
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i architectural merits the Pan American College Library plan is one of the
poorest encountered by the surveyors.

East Texas State University

East Texas State University was established in 1889 as a teachers'
college but begsn changing its role and purpose in the late fifties. 1In
1962 the Texas Commission on Higher Education granted permission for the
University to offer the doctorate in English and education in addition to

its fairly extensive offerings at the bachelor's and master's level. This

permission was subsequently withdrawn in February, 1966, when the Coordinating
Board 1imited doctoral programs to the University of Texas, Texas A3M
University, Texas Technological College, the University of Houston, and
further cooperative developments in the Dallas-Fort Worth-Denton area.

The collections at East Texas State can support undergraduate and
master's level work rather well. There are good holdings in education and
microtext materials in English literature, in addition to a small Texana
collection, and general reference works. The staff has checked basic biblio-
graphic tools and the library has quite respectable holdings from basic lists.

The library building was completed in 1959. It has space for 1,002

o] readers in its 60,000 square feet. Plans are under way for an addition of

31,000 square feet to increase the seating capacity by 500.

Sam Houston State College

Sam Houston State was established as a teachers' college in 1879 and
has had a long record of supplying Texas' public schools with teachers. It
has moved more recently into an expanded, multipurpose college with a growing

enrollment. Sam Houston offers bachelor's and master's degrees in most areas

PAFullToxt Provided by ERIC
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and teaches more master's semester credit hours than any of the former

teachers' colleges except East Texas State (see Table III).

Institution

Angelo
Ariington

East Texas
Lamar Tech
Midwestern
North Texas

Pan American
Prairie View
Sam Houston
Southwest Texas
Stephen F. Austin
Sul Ross
Tarleton

Texas A&M
Texas A&l

Texas Southern
Texas Tech
Texas Western
Texas Woman's
Univ. of Texas
Univ. of Houston
West Texas

Total

Table III

SEMESTER CREDIT HOURS, BY LEVEL
Public Senior Colleges and Universities
Twelve Months Ending August 31, 1966

Undergraduate Master's
65,695 -
298,102 -
190,701 7,365
249,824 2,809
83,002 2,275
369,833 25,502
84,205 -
100,977 8,462
203,670 12,672
169,598 5,819
172,224 7,894
51,467 2,697
62,678 -
270,193 31,567
136,352 5,453
121,172 9,509
488,527 20,379
205,770 3,803
107,423 10,963
662,673 91,752
438,662 35,391
132,51°% 6,933
4,665,262 311,245

Doctoral

2,831

6,251

12,777

2,992

1,595
25,320
6,168

85

Total

65,695
298,102
220,897
252,633

85,277
401,586

84,205
109,439
216,342
175,417
180,118

54,164

62,678
314,537
141,805
130,681
511,898
209,573
119,981
779,745
480,221
139,447

57,934

5,034, 44}

As might be expected, Sam Houston is strong in education, with a good

well-rounded undergraduate collection in many disciplines.
English and history collections are strong in basic works,

critical works, and biographies.

collected and

Its undergraduate

Among the special collections are the Shettles




86

Collection of about 4,000 volumes, including some rare historical materials
and Methndist Church items, and a fine Texana Collection. Steps are being
taken to build the sociology collection, especially in penology, criminology,

and juvenile delinquency. In connection with a reclassification project

the staff is weeding some of the older and less frequently used items such

as multiple copies of textbooks.

The Tibrary building was constructed in 1930 and has most of the faults
of buildings of that period. A new building is scheduled for completion in
1968 and will alleviate the crowded conditions. The new facility will house
600,000 volumes and 2,000 readers in 132,000 square feet spread over four

floors. The flexibility of the new space and the room for expansion seem

well designed to support better 1ibrary service in the future.

Southwest Texas State College

Established as a state normal school in 1898, Southwest Texas State
College has evolved over the years into a multipurpose college. It offers
bachelor's degrees in most fields and master's degrees in a number of
departments.

The collection at Southwest Texas is a well-balanced undergraduate -

collection which shows signs of careful book selection, but it is Tess

adequate for master's level work. Among the special collections are Texana

and old textbooks, the latter being one of the better collections in the state.
The present library building.was completed in 1937 and was poorly designed

for 1library purposes. A new administration-library building of multi-level %f

design is now under construction and should be occupied in September, 1968. 4

The new building will seat 2,000 readers in some 135,000 square feet. Despite

ERIC




the welcome relief of additional space, the attempt to provide service on
six levels will undoubtedly tax the small library staff and make it difficult
to offer integrated collections and services.

West Texas State University

Established as a normal college in 1910, West Texas State has grown
into a muitipurpose college with divisions in business, arts and seciences,
teacher education, and a graduate school.

At first glance the collections at West Texas would seem to be enormous
since it lists library holdings of 525,312 volumes. A better clue to the
strength of the library can be seen in the number of volumes added in 1965/66
which totals 12,335. Of the total library holdings some 420,000 volumes are
government documents bought under special circumstances several years ago.
Although these documents may be valuable for the graduate programs, their
value to the undergraduate curriculum is'probably quite limited. There are
no special collections as such although the 1ibrary has a small number of
Texana and rare books of a miscellaneous nature. The Panhandle-Plains
Historical Society Museum on the campus has a large collection of Texas
source documents, early newspapers of the Panhandlie, early ranch and county
records, and personal letters of pioneers.

The library building was erected in 1952 with additional stack space
constructed in 1966. There are presently 450 reader seats in 44,990 square
feet. While reader and stack space may be adequate for a few more years,

the technical service departments are crowded and will soon be seriously

inadequate.
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Siephen F. Austin State College

Another of the teachers' colleges, Stephen F. Austin was established
in 1917 though it did not offer its first college work until 1923, Among
its special distinctions must be counted the School of Forestry which offers
both the bachelor's and master's degree. Stephen F. Austin has faced an
unusually rapid growth in enroliment in the last five years which has strained
a11 resources of the college including the library.

Though small, the collections are well selected and provide adequately
for the basic undergraduate programs. In addition to basic strength in
education, forestry, and history, the Tibrary contains the East Texas Collec-
tion, some 7,000 books, 200 maps, and 100,000 manuscripts covering all aspects
of East Texas history. As one might expect, the collection is strongest in
f~rest history including theé business records of many lumber companies. The
library became a U. S. government depository in 1965 and receives about 25%
of current output.

The School of Forestry has a separate library of about 80,000 items,
including 150 journal titles, state forestry publications, technical bulletins,
U. S. pamphlets, and a number of items from such countries as Canada, Norway,
and New Zealand. This is undoubtedly the best forestry collection in the
state and the staff does a superb job of keeping the series, bulletins,
technical reports, and other series up to date.

The main Tibrary building was constructed in 1957 and contains seat-
ing space for 276 readers. Unfortunately it was not a well planned building

and is now seriously crowded. Although some renovation of present space is

planned for 1967-68, the real solution for the library is a new building
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designed to meet the needs of an enrollment 1ikely to reach 10,000 students
in the near future and to house a collection of 250,000 volumes.

Sul Ross State College

Sul Ross was established as a normal college in 1917 and the first
instruction was offered in 1920. It is currently the smallest of the state
colleges and its geographic isolation makes a Targe enrollment increase
seem unlikely. However, it does offer bachelor's and master's degrees in
a number of fields.

The collections at Sul Ross at first seem impressive, but there are
three special collections dealing with Texas and the Southwest which have
limited relation to the curriculum: the Texana Room, the Roy Aldrich
Collection of Southwesterniana (about 9,000 volumes), and the Linn Memorial
Collection of Children's Literature. Once these collections are deducted
from the total, the holdings to support the basic undergraduate curriculum
seem minimal. On the other hand there has been good selecticn from the
titles in the Choice "Opening Day Collection" and from several other standard
lists. However, library resources to support the master's program seemed
very limited to the surveyors. |

The current building was erected in 1930 and the library shares it
with several other departments including the industrial arts department.

The background noise of bandsaws, hammering, and other distractioﬁs is
scarcely conducive to good study habits. A new library building of 50,493
square feet to include space for 922 readers and 99 carrells has been funded

and should be completed in 1968.
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Angelo State College
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Angelo State began as a junior college in 1928 but did not enter the
state system of higher education until September, 1965. At that time it
became a four-year college and its first baccalaureate degrees were awarded
in 1967.

In Angelo State one has the typical problems involved in changing
status from a junior to a senior college. The library is seriously inadequate
for upper division work and the students themselves have been forced to rely
heavily upon the Tom Green County Public Library. The collections are small,
periodical files virtually non-existent, and there is almost a desperate need
for filling in gaps in almest every area. The staff has worked hard to
secure the basic collection needed for the undergraduate programs. Moreover,
there has been encouraging local support in the form of private gifts. Still
the staff has been hampered by seriously inadequate facilities and the lack
of sufficient help to process all the materials which have been funded. The
1967 legislature appropriated an extra $208,000 for fiscal year 1967/68 to
enable the library to catch up and meet the instructional needs. Whether
or not this large sum of money can be absorbed effectively by presently small
staff is another question, though it is encouraging that the library has
changed to the Library of Congress classification and the staff has outlined
a sound acquisitions policy.

The space problem was alleviated in the fall of 1967 when the library

occupied a new building of 76,000 square feet with space for 979 readers.

In the opinion of the surveyors this was one of the best designed small
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college libraries they encountered, and their judgement seems to have been
confirmed when Library Journal included a special article on the building
in their architectural issue for December 1, 1967.6
Resources of the Senior College Libraries

As shown in Tables IV and V the number of volumes held by Texas'
senior colleges varies widely as do the number of yearly additions.
Table IV
RESOURCES OF PUBLIC SENIOR COLLEGE LIBRARIES
Institution No. Vols. Vols. Avg. No. No.
Sept.1966 Added Vols. Added Periodical
1965-66 1961-66 Subscriptions

Univ. of Texas, E1 Paso 200,225 25,219 14,559 1,314
Univ. of Texas, Arlington 195,696 42,716 27 ,175 1,829
Tarleton State 75,675 4,249 5,553 1,176
Prarie View A&M 101,312 6,635 5,133 820
Lamar State 113,874 11,674 10,988 2,108
Texas A&l Univ. 156,227 13,865 8,670 1,100
Texas Southern Univ. 138,173 8,310 4,709 1,319
Midwestern University 72,400 7,529 5,684 666
Pan American 61,131 4,772 5,179 738
East Texas State 343,031 24,903 13,882 823
Sam Houston State 244 ,851 19,364 13,329 1,400
Southwest Texas STate 138,826 8,595 6,439 1,159
West Texas State 525,312 12,335 10,986 1,025
Stephen F. Austin 124,403 19,654 10,482 1,095
Sul Ross State 106,035 5,261 5,800 458
Angelo State 21,588 4,153 2,108 465

Totals 2,618,759 219,234 150,676 17,498

Median 131,288 10,135 7555 1,047
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Table V
RESOURCES OF PRIVATE SENIOR COLLEGE LIBRARIES
nstitution No. Vols. Vois. Avg. No. No.
Sept. 1966 Added Vols. Added Periodical
1965-66 1961-66 Subscriptions
bilene Christian 127 ,405 7,714 7,399 1,028
ustin College 81,786 4,894 6,733 668
ishop Not Reported
ast Texas Baptist 54,673 1,627 2,632 420
Garland College Not Reported
Hardin-Simmons 97,244 8,483 8,173 631 |
Houston Baptist 23,850 8,850 4,770 260 1
Howard Payne 71,800 3,053 2,093 495 s
Huston-Tillotson 35,562 1,421 1,790 255 {
Incarnate Word 67,193 2,339 2,159 460
Jarvis Christian 30,000 2,000 NA 150 i
LaTourneau 27,921 8,504 4,337 570 1
McMurry 75,286 7,400 5,691 461
Mary Hardin-Baylor 58,234 2,579 3,140 411
Our Lady of the Lake 76,103 3,329 2,704 530
Paul Quinn Not Reported
Sacred Heart Dominican 46,366 3,249 2,479 190
' St. Edward's University 44,797 2,674 2,223 400
' St. Mary's University 80,535 5,617 4,525 1,036
' Southwastern University 80,248 5,617 4,423 414
Texas College ' Not Reported
Texas Lutheran 52,600 2,525 3,554 370
Texas Wesleyan 61,704 4,528 4,093 534
Trinity 111,738 10,832 7,554 1,396
. University of Corpus Christi 41,000 2,431 3,513 400
University of Dallas 44,326 3,987 5,172 595
University of St. Thomas 33,540 1,684 2,239 312
- Wayland Baptist 46,889 3,588 3,514 610
Wiley College 23,231 300 776 167
Totals 1,494,552 109,225 95,686 12,763
Median 49,483 3,151 3,140 417

Some of the collections are relatively static and add only enough volumes per
year to maintain the same kind of basic collection. Others are growing rapidly

as the institutions change from single purpose to multipurpose colleges. Since

many have transferred from junior college status to senior college status only
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recently, they are seriously inadequate by anyone's standards. Others have
seen especially heavy enrollment increases and still more have had very
inadequate support until the last few years.

The median for additions among the public senior colleges is 10,135
about the minimum Tevel suggest in Chapter II for senior colleges with Tittle
or no master's work. As Table III indicates, only eight state colleges and
universities recorded as many as 10,000 semester credit hours at the master's
level for the twelve months ending August 31, 1966, and six of these were
doctoral institutions mentioned in Chapters I and II. Only East Texas State
and Sam Houston State of the senior colleges had extensive master's enrollment.
Four institutions had none, although Arlington has subsequently introduced
master's programs and those programs are 1ikely to expand at a rapid rate.

Of the private senior colleges only eight awarded degrees beyond the bacca-
laureate level in 1966: Abilene Christian, Austin College, Hardin-Simmons,
Howard Payne, Incarnate Word, Our Lady of the Lake, St. Mary's, and Trinity.7
Thus it can fairly well be assumed that the majority of these institutions
would fall in that category mentioned in Chapter II as needing a basic under-
graduate collection of around 100,000 volumes with at least 1,000 subscriptions
to periodicals and yearly additions of 10,000 volumes.

Is this a realistic figure for the smaller colleges? Probably not,
even though a good case can be made for it. With annual book production in
America now beyond 30,000 titles and British book production beyond 28,000

titles, the expectation that a senior college would add only 10,000 volumes

yearly, including bound volumes of magazines and serial pub]ications, seems
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modest indeed. Still, & glance at the respective tables shows that half

the public colleges met that goal %n 1966 but only one of the private

colleges added that many. Most of the private colleges would move

forward significantly if they added half that number, or 5,000 volumes

per year. Again it seems worthwhile to uote from Dean Downs' study of
Missouri where he noted that "In view of the wealth of materials available
and the vast extent of current publishing in practically all scholarly
fields, a college 1ibrary can hardly achieve broad representation with
acquisitions of less than 5,000 volumes per year."8

Equally important in a day when currency of materials is especially

important for science and technology are subscriptions to a considerable
number of periodicals. The goal of 1,000 titles may again be too high,
though ten of the public colleges meet this goal and two others are within
easy reach of it. VYet even if the goal were reduced to 500, considered by
many to be an absolute minumum with today's proliferation of journals,
still half the private college libraries would not meet this requirement.
Moreover, the surveyors found a disturbing absence of such "state of the
art" publications as annual reviews, progress reports, ard "advances in"
series so necessary for keeping up in disciplines where current journals are
not present in large numbers.

How do the colleges fare when measured against the standards of the
American Library Association's Association of College and Research Libraries?

In general much better. This is partly because of the nature of the standards

themselves which suggest a base of 50,000 volumes for a student body of 600

-
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with an additional 10,000 volumes for every additional 200 students. Tables

VI and VII indicate how the colleges compare with the ACRL standards.

Table VI
COMPARISON OF HOLDINGS OF PUBLIC SENIOR COLLEGE LIBRARIES WITH ACRL STANDARDS

Institution No. Vols. Head Count ACRL
Enrollment Standard Deficiency
Univ. of Texas at E1 Paso 200,225 8,113 420,000 220,000
Univ. of Texas at Arlington 195,696 11,501 600,000 404,000
Tarleton State 75,675 2,010 120,000 44,000
N Prarie View A&M 101,312 3,583 200,000 99,000
Lamar Tech 113,874 9,828 510,000 396,000
Texas A&I 156,227 4,907 260,000 104,000
Texas Southern 138,173 4,556 250,000 112,000
Midwestern 72,400 3,626 200,000 128,000
N Pan American 61,131 3,357 190,000 129,000
‘ East Texas State 343,031 7,723 400,000 57,000
Sam Houston State 244,851 6,829 260,000 115,000
Souchwest Texas 138,826 6,580 350,000 212,000
West Texas State 525,312 6,100 340,000 None
Stephen F. Austin 124,403 6,862 360,000 236,000
Sul Ross 106,035 1,798 100,000 None
Angelo State 21,588 2,396 140,000 119,000
Totals 2,618,759 89,769 4,800,000 2,375,000
Tabie VII

COMPARISON OF THE HOLDINGS OF PRIVATE SENIOR COLLEGES WITH ACRL STANDARDS

Institution No. Vols. Head Count AC-".

, _ Enroliment Standard Deficiency
Abilene Christian College 127,405 3,064 170,000 43,000
Austin College 81,786 993 70,000 None
Bishop College Not Reported
East Texas Baptist 54,673 664 50,000 None
Garland Not Reported

Hardin Simmons 97,244 1,781 110,000 13,000
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Houston Baptist 23,850 840 60,000 37,000
Howard Payne 71,800 1,183 80,000 8,000
Huston-Tillotson 35,582 679 50,000 15,000
Incarnate Word 67,193 1,249 80,000 13,000
Jarvis Christian 30,000 527 50,000 20,000
LeTourneau 27,921 696 50,000 22,000
McMurry 75,286 1,371 90,000 15,000
Mary Hardin-Baylor 58,234 681 50,000 None
Our Lady of the Lake 76,103 1,490 90,000 14,000
Sacred Heart Dominican 46,366 460 50,000 4,000
St. Edward's University 44,797 939 70,000 25,000
St. Mary's University 80,535 3,519 200,700 120,000
Southwestern University 80,248 815 60,000 None
Texas College Not Reported

Texas Lutheran 52,600 742 60,000 7,000
Texas Wesleyan 61,704 2,262 130,000 68,000
Trinity University 111,739 2,508 150,000 39,000
University of Corpus Christi 41,000 634 50,000 9,000
University of Dallas 44,826 948 70,000 25,000
University of St. Thomas 33,540 945 70,000 36,000 |
Wayland Baptist 46,889 716 60,000 13,000 *
Wiley College 23,231 610 50,000 27,000 )

Totals 1,494,552 30,316 2,020,000 566,000

Again the surveyors call attention to a point made in ChapterII. Many of the
the colleges with small enrollments whose existence goes back quite a number
of years can easily meet the standards. Those whose enrollments have grown
rapidly and whose founding date is more recent show up rather poorly. Thus

a college like the University of Texas at Arlington with almost 200,000 volumes
is judged seriously deficient where a smaller college 1ike Howard Payne with
one-tenth of Arlington's enrollment and one-third the size library would be
judged adequate. This is not to say that a smaller coilection may not be the
better collection. Austin College at Sherman with its 81,000 volumes is one

of the most carefully selected and useful college libraries thet one of the
surveyors has seen, to which might be added the note that Austin's special
collection on Alexander the Great is probably the best in the country. The |

point is that statistics in and of themseives scarcely tell the whole story.
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The surveyors would admit that the University of Texas at Arlington
needs an increasingly large library for many reasons, not the least of
which is its prospects for becoming one of the largest units in the state
system and for adding graduate work of significant character. The point
that needs to be stressed again, however, is that numbers have significance
only when they are related to the instructional program or when they are
related to the scholarly output in a given discipline.

If the suggestions made in Chapter IIare worthwhile, some of the state
colleges with small or no master's programs but with a well selected collection
of 100,000 volumes could easily meet the needs of their student bodies. Others,
with expanding master's programs, could be fairly well served with a 250,000
volume collection. To the surveyors these figures seem no less arbitrary than
the ACRL standards. Indeed, they seem a good deal more realistic. With
adequate provision for annual additions and some withdrawals of dated material,
the public senior college Tibraries could serve the state of Texas well and
their local constituency quite we11. Faculty research, of course, would
have to be provided either through fast and effective boreowing from the
state's unversities, the major resource centers in tke public library network
or through the small travel grants mentioned in Chapter II. There is much to
be said for establishing serviceable, working collections for the bachelor's
and terminal master's student and avoiding the kind of competition inevitable
in building each college library to the size indicated in Tables VI and VII.

One more comment might be made on solving an immediate problem. The
best thing that could be done for many college libraries would be to establish
a paperback collection of about 5,000 titles and let this collection circulate

freely to the college students. This would enrich the student's learning
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experience at a relatively small cost to the institution. On the other
hand, for the long haul, and for truly distinguished collegiate education,
there is no substitute for a well selected collection of monographs, reference

works, and periodicals serviced by a competent professional librarian.

Reference Books and Periodicals

Having discussed size of holdings, what of the quality of the collections
in the senior colleges? This is more difficult to measure, though the
surveyors not only attempted to do this objectively through the checking of
basic lists but also to confirm the data by personal visits to as many insti-
tutions as possible. A1l state colleges were visited as were all the public
and private universities, and abou® half the private colleges as indicated on
Table II.

The chief criticism often made of standard lists is that they tend to
become buying guides rather than measuring devices. Indeed there is some
evidence that this has happened among some of the schools. Nonetheless
there is a major point to be made even of this fact: if a college library
does have a large percentage of the reference works listed in a standard
guide, that college library at least has the basic resources at hand for
undergraduate reference work. The same could be said to be true for periodicals,
monographs, or any other type of material. In the ppinion of the surveyors
some of the senior colleges and a good many of the junior colleges would have
been better advised to spend the bulk of their money in just this way.

While these lists should obviously not be followed slavishly, they do

provide some estimate of the basic nature of the collection. Therefore the
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surveyors did not hesitate to ask the librarians to check the 257 reference
books selected by the editors of Choice for its "Opening Day Collection,"
and also the list of 100 periodicals used by Downs in his survey of Missouri
Libraries.9 As Downs also remarks, even the smallest college library might
reasonably be expect to have 75% of the reference titles and a Tibrary falling
below 50% is clearly deficient and poorly equipped to provide good library
service to the faculty and student b0dy.10 One might suggest the same
percentages for the 100 periodical titles.

0f the, public senior colleges as indicated in Table VIII all except
Southwest Texas State and Angelo State held more than 75% of the reference
titles, and Southwest Texas State was close to 75%. On the 100 periodicals,
all except Sul Ross and Angelo State held more than 75 titles, and even_these
two schools held more than 50 titles each. Moreover, the median number of
reference titles held is 228 and the median number of periodical titles 91.

The private senior colleges, as indicated in Table IX do not fare as
well. Of the 24 private .institutions reporting their holdings, 15 fell below
the 75% mark on reference books and 18 below the 75 title mark on periodicals,
while 6 fell below the 50% mark on reference books and 7 below the 50 title
mark on periodicals. The disturbing thing about this probiem is that both
measuring devices are designed to indicate quality for the undergraduate
program, yet some of these institutions also offer master's degrees. The
median number of titles held by the private college libraries is 165 for
reference books and 61 for periodicals, considerably betow that of the public
colleges.

While it can be asserted that these college libraries stand in special

need of cooperative programs with their public college neighbors and their
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public Tibraries, the lack of basic reference tools for implementing
cooperative enterprises does not augur well for the success of such ventures.
The provision of basic reference service cannot be shirked by any academic
institution nor can any college expect that another library will provide the
fundamental volumes needed to support its own instructional program. Co-
operation for less used, expensive items is an urgent desideratum among Texas

Tibraries, but it is not substitute for basic library service.

Table VIII
BASIC REFERENCE AND PERIODICAL TITLES
HELD BY PUBLIC SENIOR COLLEGES

Institution No. Ref. Titles Percentage No. Per.
Held (257) Ref. Titles Titles
Held (100)
Univ. of Texas at Arlingto. 252 98.1 99
Univ. of Texas at E1 Paso 231 89.9 98
Tarleton State College 221 86.0 87
Prarie View A&M 195 75.8 79
Lamar State 251 97.6 100
Texas A&I 246 95.7 92
Texas Southern University 199 77 .4 97
Midwestern University 219 85.2 88
Pan American College 252 98.1 86
East Texas State 234 91.1 89
Sam Houston State 234 91.1 94
Southwest Texas State 187 72.8 94
West Texas State 214 83.3 92
Stephen F. Awstin 206 80.2 87
Sul Ross State 250 97.3 66
Angelo State 173 67.3 55
Median 228 9]

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.

ERIC
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Table IX
BASIC REFERENCE AND PERIODICAL TITLES
HELD BY PRIVATE SENIOR COLLEGES
Institution No. Ref. Titles Percentage No. Per. a
Held (257)  Ref. Titles  Titles i
Held (100)

Abilene Christian 214 83.3 77
Austin College | 230 89.5 83

Bishop College Not Reported
East Texas Baptist 163 ’ 63.4 56

Garland College Not Reported
Hardin-Simmons 241 93.8 80
. Houston Baptist 165 64.2 70
Howard Payne 118 45.9 77
Huston-Tillotson 123 47.9 43
Incarnate Word 147 57.2 62
Jarvis Christian 89 34.6 42
LeTourneau 156 60.7 49
McMurry College 220 85.6 61
Mary Hardin-Baylor 197 76.7 45
Our Lady of the Lake 165 64.2 68

Paul Quinn Not Reported
Sacred Heart Dominican 85 33.1 38
| St. Edward's University 116 45.1 48
E St. Mary's University 251 97.7 77
| Southwestern University 248 96.5 67

i Texas College Not Reported
| Texas Lutheran 144 56.0 58
| Texas Wesleyan 232 S0.3 61
| Trinity University 170 66.1 78
‘ University of Corpus Christi 213 82.9 60
| University of Dallas 188 73.2 74
University of St. Thomas 146 56.8 50
Wayland Baptist 235 91.4 64
Wiley College 103 40.1 36
Median 165 61
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Financial Support

The goals and aims of college libraries ultimately have to meas'ired
by the potential of financial support. Again it is good to remind the
reader that there are all kinds of standards for financial support for
college libraries, but the most generally accepted guidelines relate to
five per cent of the educational budget or $50 per student. Again a look
at the support picture for Texas is encouraging as far as percentage of the
budget allocated to 1ibraries is concerned. No one can complain seriously
that Tibraries are being neglected today either in the private or public
sector.]] As indicated in Chapter II, the real problem seems to be that the
institutions themselves are not funded at an adequate level.

Tables X and XI give the total institutional expenditures, library

expenditures, percentages, and per capita expenditure for 1965/66.

Tabie X
FINANCIAL SUPPORT
PUBLIC SENIOR COLLEGE LIBRARIES

Institution Total Lib. Total Inst. Percent Per
Exp. 1965/66 Exp. 1965/66 1965/66 Capita
EXp.
University of Texas at
E1 Paso $ 398,953 $ 5,000,000 7.0 49
University of Texas at
Arlington 439,969 6,140,895 7.1 38
Tarleton 91,259 1,347,892 7.0 45
Prairie View A&M 222,660 3,402,812 6.5 62
Lamar 380,556 4,984,282 7.6 39
Texas A&I 217,990 3,273,591 6.0 44
Texas Southern 205,014 3,338,136 5.5 45
Midwestern 156,333 1,899,578 8.2 43
Pan American 113,470 1,635,449 6.9 34

[AFulToxt Provided by ERIC

ERIC




103

EB}C

East Texas 348,704 5,419,646 6.8 45
Sam Houston 357,883 4,966,549 7.0 52
Southwest Texas 222,470 3,563,218 6.2 34
West Texas 188,008 3,027,078 6.2 31
Stephen F. Austin 178,616 3,257,876 5.0 26
Sul Ross 88,901 1,437,382 6.2 49
Angelo State 100,000 1,222,111 8.0 42
Median $ 211,502 $ 3,265,734 $ 44 5
Table XI :
'
FINANCIAL SUPPORT |
PRIVATE SENIOR COLLEGE LIBRARIES
Institution Total Lib. Total Inst. Percent Per
Exp. 1965/66 Exp. 1965/66 1965/66 Capita
Exp.
Abilene Christian $ 117,996 $ 2,804,082 5.7 $ 39
Austin College 123,060 1,799,574 6.9 124
East Texas Baptist 49,906 543,467 9.1 75
Hardin Simmons 84,161 1,580,221 5.3 47
Houston Baptist 63,988 NA NA 76
| Howard Payne 41,838 1,089,475 3.9 35
Huston-Tillotson 30,489 661,871 4.0 44
Incarnate Word 57,607 791,548 7.0 46
Jarvis Christian 60,000 522,966 4.0 113
LeTourneau 51,620 940,552 5.5 74
McMurry 80,977 1,172,904 7.0 59
| Mary Hardin-Baylor 29,806 NA NA 44
t Our Lady of the Lake 55,097 1,533,181 3.6 37
| Sacred Heart Dominican 18,982 368,096 5.0 41
| St. Edward's University 50,722 730,667 5.9 54
| St. Mary's University 92,000 2,352,024 4.0 26
Southwestern University 59,415 1,109,285 5.3 73
Texas Lutheran 42,989 873,783 4.9 57
Texas Wesleyan 62,883 1,158,127 5.4 28
Trinity University 217,460 3,253,097 6.9 87
Univ. of Corpus Christi 39,808 704,105 5.6 £2
Univ. of Dallas 56,974 1,430,491 3.9 60
Univ. of St. Thomas 43,200 995,221 4.3 46
Wayland Baptist 52,845 814,845 6.0 73
Wiley College 26,425 525,500 5.0 43
Median $ 55,097 $ 995,221 $ 47




104

There is less fluctuation among these institutions than one wight
expect. In the category of financial support for public senior colileges
the amount is set by formula and is directly tied to enroilment. The
formula is $1.75 per undergraduate student credit hour taught, $3.50 per
master's student credit hour, and $15.00 per doctoral student credit hour.
These figures are being updated for the next session of the legislature to
reflect increased costs. Moreove:', some institutions, as indicated in
Table VIIof Chapter II,received additional "catch up" funds from the 1967
legislature. Still the per capita expenditure ranged from $26 at Stephen
F. Austin, an institution whose large enrollment increases were not foreseen,
to $62 for Frairie View A&M. The median expenditure per student, however,
was $44 or $6 below the general guideline of $50 while the percentage of
institutional funds spent for library purposes was considerably in excess
of five per cent for all state institutions.

Of those private colleges responding to the questionnaire, the
expenditures per capita ranged from $26 at St. Mary's to $124 per student
at Austin College with a median expenditure of $47 or $3 below the general
guideline.

As can be seen in Table XII, many senior colleges received sub-
stantial federal assistance under Title II -A of the Higher Education Act

of 1965.
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Table XII
TOTAL LIBRARY EXPENDITURES 1965/66
COMPARED WITH TITLE II GRANTS 1967
Institution Total Lib. Federal Grant
Exp. 1965/66 Title II-A

Univ. of Texas at E1 Paso $ 398,953 30,913
Univ. of Texas at Arlington 439,969 42,262
Tarleton State 91,259 12,555
Prairie View A&M 222,660 17,849
Lamar State 380,556 5,000
Texas A&I 217,990 27,611
Texas Southern 205,014 20,515
Midwestern 156,333 21,721
Pan American 113,470 18,251
East Texas State 348,704 5,000
Sam Houston State 357,883 28,895
Southwest Texas State 222,470 49,107
West Texas State 188,008 5,000
Stephen F.Austin 178,616 34,264
Sul Ross State 88,901 5,000
Angelo State 100,000 20,023

Totals $3,710,786 $343,796
Abilene Christian 117,996 None
Austin College 123,060 7,124
East Texas Baptist 49,906 None
Hardin-Simmons 84,161 None
Houston Baptist 63,988 9,082
Howard Payne 41,838 8,169
Huston-Tillotson 30,489 5,000
Incarnate Word 37,607 8,000
Jarvis Christian 60,000 5,000
LeTourneau 51,620 7,087
McMurry College 80,977 6,750
Mary Hardin-Baylor 29,806 5,000
Our Lady of the Lake 55,097 13,347
Sacred Heart Dominican 50,722 None
St. Edward's University 18,982 8,926
St. Mary's University 92,000 6,000
Southwestern University 59,415 None
Texas Lutheran 42,989 17,000
Texas Wesleyan 62,883 12,422
Trinity University 217,460 88,089
University of Corpus Christi 39,808 5,000
University of Dallas 56,974 8,781
University of St. Thomas 43,200 9,053
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Wayland Baptist 52,845 None
Wiley College 26,425 None
Totals 1,610,248 229,830

For some institutions the federal grants for 1967 represented an increase of
at least 10% over their 1965-66 expenditures. Federal funds can be used only

for books, periodicals, binding, and audio visual materials, and they will

| help immeasurably in strengthening book resources for the colleges. The

overall impact of these funds resulted in a 9.3% increase for the public
senior colleges and a 14.3% for the private colleges.

What are the prospects for further strengthening of the college libraries?
The surveyors believe they are quite good. Obviously many institutions have
a long way to go before they are adequate by anyone's standards whether those
of the surveyors, those of ACRL, or those of the individual librarians. The
haunting question is not whether there is willingness among college administrators
to support library service. No public senior college falls below the 5% guide-
Tine and only seven of the private coileges fall below that guideline. The
haunting question which the surveycrs cannot answer is whether or not total
institutional support for the senior colleges will be adequate to support the
kinds of curricuia that are now in existence. The time has probably come for
many of the colleges to take a hard iook at their master's programs and the
relatively small enrollments in these programs to see if they are essential to
the continued progress and develepment of the college.

If a good undergraduate iibrary can be established at a leve’ »f 100,000

volumes (and there are many excellent indications that it can), some of the

private schools will still have difficulty meeting even this modest goal. The

substantially increased holdings needed for master's level work would seem

beyond them at the present time. At least one college, Southwestern University
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at Georgetown, has appointed a faculty committee to study the nature of
Southwestern during the next decade. The meeting of one of the surveyors
with this committee was one of the most enlightening experiences of the
entire survey year. He can certainly recommend the Southwestern approach,
with its intensive probing of the institutional structure, tc other colleges,

both public and private.

Use of Libraries

The measurement of library use is one of the most difficult aspects of
a survey. MWhat does circulation of books actually mean? Not very much in
a modern library with open shelves and adequate hours of opening where the
student may, if he wishes, stay until midnight--or even beyond. Under such
circumstances there tends to be a great deal more use of materials in the
library. Also, in the case of urban institutions, the student and faculty
member are both prone to seek solutions to their library problems closer

to home. Few are willing to make the thirty minute trip back to the campus

unless their dedication to research is both strong and deep.
Nonetheless, circulation figures do provide a crude measure of library
effectiveness. Table XIII shows the use of libraries as reflected in the

circulation reports of the sixteen public senior colleges.
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Table XIII
USE OF LIBRARIES AS REFLECTED IN CIRCULATION REPORTS

Institution Home Circ. Faculty Reserve Total Per
Undergrad. Circ. Capita ;
Circ. é
Univ. Texas, E1 Paso 241,851 30 ’
Univ. Texas, Arlington 97,145 5,848 4,165 118,270 10
Tarleton State 46,150 1,962 26,842 74,954 37
Prairie View A&M 68,178 21,933 90,111 25
Lamar Tech 193,086 20 .
Texas A&I Univ. 68,958 3,956 13,500 86,414 18 P
Texas Southern 88,018 4,804 19,420 112,242 25 -
Midwestern 41,451 2,781 44,232 12 ]
Pan American 42,541 2,327 16,322 65,504 20 }
East Texas State 9,536 98,981 13 %
Sam Houston State 64,695 4,191 10,193 80,079 12 g
Southwest Texas State 28,639 121,238 18 ,
West Texas State 58,615 3,300 16,369 77,984 13
Stephen F. Austin 58,459 2,539 11,196 75,526 11
Sul ‘Ross 50,407 297 54,422 30
Angelo State 13,047 5,556 19,639 8
Totals 697,304 32,005 183,671 1,554,533

Despite small book collections, it is somewhat disturbing to see the per capita
circulation below the twenty mark for over half the institutions. Nor do the
public colleges fare at all well when compared with their counterparts among
the private institutions. Table XIV shows the total circulation and per

capita circulztion figures for the orivate institutions.
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Table XIV
USE OF LIBRARIES AS REFLECTED IN CIRCULATION REPORTS
PRIVATE INSTITUTIONS

Institution Total Per Capita
Circ. Circ.
Abilene Christian College 113,386 37
Austin College 36,277 36
East Texas Baptist 48,818 73
Hardin Simmons 129,415 73
Houston Baptist 20,090 23
Howard Payne 28,303 24
Huston-Tillotson 18,228 26
Incarnate Word 39,821 32
Jarvis 27 ,488 52
LeTourneau 13,604 20
McMurry 49,514 36
Mary Hardin-Baylor 30,196 44
Our Lady of the Lake 48,643 33
Sacred Heart 18,197 40
St. Edwards 23,151 25
St. Mary's 49,720 14
Southwestern 70,731 87
Texas Lutheran 34,512 46
Texas Wesieyan 32,570 14
Trinity 58,831 23
University of Corpus Christi 19,370 30
University of Dailas 46,319 48
University of St. Thomas 33,850 35
Wayland 23,528 32
Wiley 11,092 18

As will be immediately apparent the per capita range is on a wholly different
order for these institution.. Whereas circuiation among public colieges
ranges from a low of 8 per capita to a high of 37, the comparable range for
private colleges is a low of 14 to a high of 87. Moreover, only three Jrivate
colleges fall below the 20 mark.

Again it seems useful to call attention to the Missouri survey and

particularly to Dean Downs' comment on use of books in those libraries: 3
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When per capita use falls below 25, it is obvious that the faculty

| and students are relying little upon the Tibrary's resources. ...
Detailed analyses of these libraries and their services are needed.
Are their resources too limited? Are their natural clienteles using
other libraries or finding their books elsewhere? Do the institutions’
teaching methods fail to encourage student library use? Do their
stucants need instruction in the use of books and Tibraries? These
are among possible explanations worthy of 1nvestigation.1

In order to determine serviceability of collections, many institutions

B SV YRS TP PRPIEPPES NP SRV SRS

used the survey in order to elicit comments from faculty members and students.
The basic questionnaire resulted in a mass of statistical data much too
diffuse to discuss here. However, the general comments by the individual
librarians indicated that the survey of student-faculty opinion was very useful .
on their own campuses and that they had learned much which would enable them é.
to provide better Tibrary service. Further analysis of the data which has been |

collected would undoubtedly be helpful but must be foregone at this pcint.

However, two or three comments which emerged seem-pertinent:

1. There was little correlation in what the surveyors found and
faculty comments on the adequacy of collections on the
campuses with the weakest collections.

2. Or the campuses with the best Tibraries or library systems the
faculty generally made useful suggestions about acquisitions
that are likely to provide good desiderata lists for a long
time.

3. More than half the respondents among faculties admitted that they
had not visited other libraries and more than half had no experi-
ence with interlibrary borrowing.

4. There was a universal complaint among students that libraries
are too rnisy and that librarians are the worst offenders.

5. There were a number of student complaints that books "in the
news" or book on current topics were not generally available.

'
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Summary

Although remarkable progress has been made in securing additional »
financial support for senior college Tibraries, still further efforts need |
to be made, especially among the private colleges to bring the level of
support to at least $50 per capita. Librarians need to be aware that part

of their problem is not the percentage of the institutional budget they are

i KA o RS s

receiving but the fact that their institutions are generally not supported

at an adequate level.

Many of the senior colleges can take pride in the basic resources
already developed and also in their plans for future acquisitions. At the
same time there is an overabundance of specialized Texana and Southwesterniana
collections around the state. True, most of these are the results of gifts

and the surveyors are not unaware of the importance of the state's historical

heritage. Nonetheless some of these collections overshadow the more basic
needs of the college library. For instance, more money could be spent on
annual "state of the art" type series in a number of scientific and technical
fields and heavier emphasis could be placed on the reference and scholarly
periodical collections by several institutions.

Consideration should be given to joint buying among several colleges

G
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in some localities or a college and public Tibrary with aspirations as an
information center. The three private colleges in Abilene with their fifteen
year example of cooperation with the Abilene Public Library provide an example
of the kind of program that ought to be found in more areas of the state.
Moreover, all three colleges have interchangeability of borrowing privileges

for both students and faculty. They might extend this program further to Pnclude

cooperative purchasing and cooperative processing.
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Since the passage of the Higher Education Facilities Act in 1963 large

amounts of federal, state, and private funds have been spent on building

additions to libraries that were poorly planned originally. The surveyors

were far from impressed with either the additions or most of the new libraries

being constructed. The Coordinating Board, with overall responsibility for

NS e i Oree ST LN I

administering the federal matching funds under Title I, might consider the

creation of an advisory committee to review preliminary plans or a statewide

survey of library buildings and need for such during the next decade. Some

of the new buildings now being constructed will cost the colleges additional

e .

thousands of dollars yearly to operate. More functional buildings would

have enabled such funds to be spent for more effective service or better

O MR A e O BRI I S5 IR . 15

collections.

There has been a tendency for some colleges to proliferate courses
and to add degree programs without consideration for their library implications.
Particularly in the case of those institutions with small enrollments in
advanced programs there needs to be a review of the programs now in operation
and those likely to be introduced in the immediate future.

In the public senior colleges the 1librarians, who have been hard pressed

to build collections, need to devote more of their energies to promoting the

use of the collections they do have. Use of the libraries, as indicated by

o gy,

the crude measure of circulation, suggests serious weaknesses for which ;

jmmediate remedies should be sought.
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Chapter IV

Junior Colleges

The junior college movement in Texas, despite its age, has only

recently come into its own. This has probably been caused by the large

enrollments in the senior colleges and universities where it has become

N

obvious that yearly increases of 10 per cent cannot be sustained i
indefinitely. Therefore, all of the recent surveys of higher education have
i emphasized the importance of an expanded community college program for the
state of Texas. A basic principle, ennunciated ty the Texas Commission on
Higher Education, seems appropriate to repeat here:

The public junior colleges are peculiarly adapted tc meet the

needs of the community, whether it be for providing general

education, vocational training, adult education, the first

two years of a four-year degree program, or the important
function of orientation and guidance.

a0, 8 VA B Sl T A
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é This general concept has been reinforced in the role and scope state-
ment of the Commission's successor agency, the Coordinating Board, Texas
College and University System.z

At a recent presentation of the Coordinating Board's staff report on
junior colleges, the Commissioner of Higher Education recommended that no
future junior college be authorized until it can enroll at least 500 students
by its third year of work and can have the potential of at least 1,000 students
by the start of its fifth year.3 The Commissioner apparently expressed the
general assumption that a student body of less than this number of students

is uneconomical for public institutions. Everything the surveyors discovered
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with relation to 1ibrary support in junior colleges *ends to support the
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Commissioner's view. Even relatively high per capita support does not
generate enough total funds to support a junior college library adequately.
The surveyors visited about half the public junior colleges but only
three of the private junior colleges. In general they found the newly devel-
oping junior colleges in Dallas and Tarrant counties far advanced in their
plans for library facilities and services, though others showed decided
influence by the high schools from which they had recently been separated.
Among the top ranking junior colleges in the state, as far as library
resources and facilities are concerned, are San Antonio College, Lee College,
Del Mar, Odessa, and Amarillo. A1l five are in attractive quarters, some
of them quite new, and have aggressive acquisitions policies. In addition,
San Jacinto College will move into a separate library building in late

1967, while both E1 Centro in Dallas and the mew Tarrant-County Junior

ot A e o ams

College have plans for experimenting with the newer media of instruction.
Tarrant County, which opened its first unit in the fall, 1967, has already
pubTlished an author-title-subject book catalog.

Yet any objective evaluation of the library resources of junior
colleges in Texas would have to admit they are weak and relatively
ineffective in supporting the colleges‘ programs. If the first two years
in a junior college are to be regarded as equivalent in quality to a similar
period of time spent in a four-year institution, then many students currently
need much better access to library materials than they now have.

Enroliment

As the enrollmen® figures in Table I indicates, the public junior coiieges

enrolled 62,289 students in the fall of 1966, while the private junior
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colleges enrolled 8,967.
Table I
STUDENT ENROLLMENT AND FACULTY
PUBLIC AND PRIVATE JUNIOR COLLEGES

Institution Head Count Total
Enrollment Instructors
Fall, 1966 1966

Public d
*Alvin 1,620 71 i
*Amarillo 2,958 104 :
Blinn 1,313 46

Cisco 894 32

Clarendon 237 12

Cooke County 1,090 42
*Dallas County 4,028 NA
*Del Mar 3,697 186

Frank Phillips - 740 7 39

Grayson County 1,723 48

Henderson County 1,316 50

Hill 719 32

Howard County 921 47 -
*Kilgore 2 ,406 88 i
*aredo },074 28
*Lee ,811 78 i
MclLennan 858 NA i
Navarro 1,154 63 |
*0dessa 2,449 147

Panola 585 23

Paris 545 32

Ranger 386 19
*San Antonio 11,296 449 -
*San Jacinto 4,287 113 1;
South Plains 1,366 49 :
Sout?west Texas : 849 25

Temple ,230 49 1
*Texarkana 1,883 60 i‘
*Texas Southmost 1,186 38 |
*Tyler 3,102 126 'f
Victoria 1,554 54 A
Weatherford 1,087 35 ]
*Wharton 1,925 74

Total 62,289 2,259
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Private
Allen Academy 224 NA
Butler College 71 NA
Christopher College 233 8
*Christian College of the SW 264 15
Concordia College 192 NA :
Dailas Baptist College 953 40 :
Fort Worth Christian College 220 15 g
Gulf Coast Bible College 209 9 :
Jacksonville 220 NA
Lon Morris College 424 NA
*L ybbock Christian College 765 37
Mary Allen Junior College 44 NA
Northwood Institute 92 NA
Schreiner Institute 298 NA
*South Texas dJunior College 3,609 63
Southwestern Assemblies of God 459 NA
Southwestern Bible College 270 NA
Southwestern Christian College 106 NA
Southwestern Union College 237 20
Westminister College 77 NA

——— —

E— Total 8,967 207

*Indicates a college personally visited by a surveyor

Enrollment data from Coordinating Board, Texas College and University System,

Statistical Supplement to the Annual Report for Fiscal Year 1966 and Fall
Semester 1966, pp. b-6.

In 1966 San Antonic College enrolled over one-sixth of the total enrollment

among the public junior colleges. Of the other 32 public junior colleges

ten enrolled fewer than 1,000 students and one enrolled as few as 237.

However, twenty-three had more than 1,000 students. 7;=
The twenty private junior colleges, mostly under church auspices, had é

only one college with an enrollment as high as 1,000 students: South Texas

Junior College in Houston which has 3,609 students. Moreover, only two other

colleges had more than 500 students: Dallas Baptist and Lubbock Christian.

PAFullToxt Provided by ERIC
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Lon Morris and Southwestern Assemblies of God College both had over 400

and presumably might reach the 500 mark within another year or two. However,

by far the larger number have so few students as to make one wonder whether
or not it is fiscally feasible for them to remain in operation. Not

surprisingly, eleven of these institutions did not respord to the surveyor's

- questionnaire.

Resources

Table II indicates the holdings for those public and private ;
junior colleges participating in the survey.4
Table II
LIBRARY RESOURCES
PUBLIC AND PRIVATE JUNIOR COLLEGES

Institution No. of Vols. Av. No. No. of
Vols. Added of Vols. Periodical

| 1965-66 Added Subscriptions

| 1961-66

{ Public

E Alvin Junior College 11,672 1,150 1,000 84

E Amarillo College 25,988 1,685 1,462 185

~ Cisco Junior College 8,911 530 345 75

'~ Clarendon Junior College 4,700 933 NA 80
Cooke County Junior College 11,922 2,060 833 113
Dallas Junior College 15,000 2,500 NA 100
Del Mar College 47,177 3,603 3,551 394
Grayson County dJunior College 7,232 7,232 NA 286
Henderson County Junior College 11,038 1,900 939 165
Howard County Junior College 15,179 1,121 1,023 267
Kilgore College 32,044 2,409 1,893 226
Laredo Junior College 23,158 2,274 1,860 197
Lee College 38,000 2,790 2,654 366

b Navarro Junior College 15,075 2,192 1,163 - 135
Odessa College 23,523 2,771 1,964 398

Panola College . 11,000 384 450 112
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Paris Junior College 10,738 388 965 162
Ranger dJunior College 8,595 277 535 62
San Antonio College 64,767 8,640 6,439 758
San Jacinto College 20,317 4,773 4,179 301
South Plains College 14,934 1,636 1,480 159
Temple Junior College 12,483 981 822 118
Texarkana College 16,490 2,890 1,579 200
Tyler Junior College 24,681 1,989 1,774 170
Victoria College 15,953 1,502 874 270
Weatherford College 16,085 1,738 1,082 110
wharton County Junior College 21,476 3,277 2,156 237

Median 15,179 1,900 1,163 170
Private
Christopher College 8,809 2,026 1,562 172
Christian College, S.W. 4,466 4,4i1 1,116 NA
Dallas Baptist 17,000 2,149 1,135 150
Fort Worth Christian 5,758 673 NA 65
Gulf Coast Bible College 8,861 1,272 823 60
Lubbock Christian 18,710 2,172 1,974 238
South Texas Junior College 52,683 8,683 5,577 475
Southwestern Assembly of God 31,500 964 1,091 215
Southwestern Union 24,000 950 975 159

How does the number of volumes, the yearly additions, and the periodical sub-
scriptions measure up to various standards? A recent study by Norman E. Tanis
and Milton Powers sugjests that Texas junior colleges do not measure up very
weH.5 Tanis and Powers selected for their study 86 junior colleges which
met the following criteria: public institutions, strictly two-year colleges,
established for at least seven years, all accredited, and all enrolling at
least 1,000 full-time equivalent students. The comprehensive chart resulting
from this data revealed the following medians for the year 1963-64:

Median Number of Volumes 22,500

Median Number of Volumes
Added, 1963-64 2,427

Median Number of Periodicals 287

Median Total Library
Expenditure $55,200
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0f the Texas public junior colleges only eight in 1965-66 were
above 1963-64 median in the Tahis and Powers survey for number of volumes,
only eight were above the median in volumes added, and only five were above
the median for the number of periodical subscriptions. Among the nine
private colleges responding only three were above the median for number of
volumes, only two for volumes added, and only one for periodical subscriptions.

The ACRL Standards for junior college 1ibraries call for a minimum of
20,000 volumes exclusive of textbooks and duplicates, a well-baianced Tlist
ot periodicals and newspapers, and a strong reference collection. The last
two items will be noted in the next section. Although these standards are
currently under discussion by a joint committee of the Association of College
and Research Libraries and the American Association of Junior Colleges, it
seems unlikely that the minimum of 20,000 volumes will be reduced. For that
reason the surveyors recommended in Chapter II that Texas consider not less
than 25,000 volumes nor additions of fewer than 2+500 volumes per year with
a periodicals subscription list of not less than 250 titles. Admittedly
these goals are presently beyond reach, yet the public junior colleges are
expected to carry a very heavy burden of the increased enrollments expected
in the next decade. Judged by the surveyors' recommendations only five public
junior colleges meet the minimum number of volumes, while only eight meet the

minimum for yearly additions and eight also meet the minimum number of period-

ical subscriptions. Moreover, there are several additional colleges within
reach of these goals. Lower goals could be set but, with the expansion of
knowledge and the fact that many of the junior colleges will provide basic

training for those students who will complete their work at the senior colleges

e
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or universities, the surveyors believe their recommendations to be real-

jstic in terms of the public's expectations for the junior colleges.
Among the points méde by the junior college librarians themselves

was the number of textbooks and reserve copies they had to buy. In view

of the smallness of the collections this suggests that the junior college

libraries reflect a textbook approach to teaching. The surveyors believe
that most junior college collections would benefit from more annual "state

of the art" type publications, e.g. Annual Review of Psychology, and the

various "progress in” or "advances in" series in aspects of science and

technology.

Reference Books and Periodicals

Although the Choice 1ist of basic reference works and the Downs
list of 100 basic periodicals were primarily designed for senior college
libraries, they do serve as a measuring rod for junior college libraries.
It seems reasonable to expsct that junior colleges might hold at least
50% of both the reference books and periodicals. One might well argue that
reference titles are even more important in the junior college than the
senior college, since most junior colleges will not have available supplement-
ary materials that might be used in place of reference works.

0f the 257 reference titles the range in Table III indicates that one

junior college held as few as 45 while another library an amazing 250.
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Table III
BASIC REFERENCE AND PERIODICAL TITLES
i HELD BY PUBLIC AND PRIVATE JUNIOR COLLEGES
Institution No. Ref. Percentage No. ! B
Titles Ref. Titles Periodical i
Held (257) Titles Held ;
(100) :
Public :
Alvin Junior College 105 40.9 16
Amarillo College 209 81.3 33
Cisco Junior College 45 17.5 13
Clarendon Junior College 82 31.9 17
Cooke County Junior College 76 29.6 25
Dallas Junior College 250 97.3 24
Del Mar College 212 82.5 66
Grayson County Junior Coliege 137 53.3 56
Henderson County Junior College 118 45.9 24
Howard County Junior College 149 58.0 35
Kilgore College 186 72.3 33
Laredo Junior College 197 77.7 35
Lee Coilege 66 25.7 55
Navarro Junior College 108 42.0 23
Odessa College 201 78.2 53
Panola College 96 37.4 21
Paris Junjor College 110 42.8 18
Ranger Junior College 126 49.0 9
San Antonio College 206 80.2 69
San Jacinto College 163 63.4 42
South Plains College 159 61.9 30
Texarkana College 52 20.2 27
Tyler Junior College 144 56.0 28
Victoria College 150 58.4 37
Weatherford College 100 38.9 12
Wharton County Junior College 175 68.1 22
Private
!
Christopher College 81 31.5 27
Christian College of S.W. 105 40.9 19
Dallas Baptist College 178 69.3 58
Fort Worth Christian 86 33.5 10
Gulif Coast Bible College 68 26.5 4
Lubbock Christian College 76 29.6 20
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| South Texas Junior College 192 74.7 67
| Southwestern Assemblies of God 110 42.8 20
* Southwestern Union College 100 38.9 16
' Median--all junior colleges 118 - 25

Since the latter library is a new college, the Choice Tist had probably been
used as a buying guide. It is disturbing to note that six of the public

junior colleges and four of the private colleges held fewer than 100 titles,
considered by Downs to be the absolute minimum below which a junior college
library cannot give effective reference service to its faculty and students.

On the other hand five of the public junior colieges each held more than 200

titles. It is equally interesting to note that these five colleges all had
enrollments of more than 2,000 students.

The kindest thing that can be said about the holdings of periodicals
on the basic Tist of 100 is that the junior colleges have no place to go but
up. With a handful of exceptions, the junior college libraries' periodical
collections are deplorable. Only five of the public junior colleges held more

than 50 titles on the basic periodicals list and only two of the private

coileges did. With fifteen co]]éges holding fewer than two dozen titles one
might well ask whether or not some of the students encounter encugh current
material to enable them to transfer successfully to the senior colleges for

advanced work.

Financial Support

Patterns of financial support for the junior colleges 1ibraries varied

widely as indicated in Table IV.

ERIC
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Table IV
FINANCIAL SUPPORT |
PUBLIC AND PRIVATE JUNIOR COLLEGES :
196566 ;
Institution Total Inst. Total Per- ;
Expenditures Library centage Per Capita E
1965-66 Expenditures  1965-66 4
1965-66 ~
Public ;
Alvin Junior College $ 639,252 $ 16,283 2.5 10
Amarillo College 1,285,382 42,432 3.4 14
Cisco Junior College 311,622 10,131 3.0 11
Clarendon Junior College 185,432 9,238 4.1 39
Cooke County Jr. College 563,313 25,391 4.5 23
Dallas Junior College 545,549 48,723 8.9 14
Del Mar College 3,053,556 103,025 3.0 28
Grayson County Junior
College NA 63,100 NA 37
Henderson County Junior
College 607,892 25,849 4.3 20
- Howard County Junior
College 610,047 29,301 4.8 32
Kilgore College 1,944,705 47,377 2.7 20
Laredo Junior College 498,934 26,079 5.2 24
Lee College | 1,088,329 72,700 6.6 40
Navarro Junior College 606,079 35,101 5.7 30
Odessa College 1,384,560 49,466 2.5 20
Panola College 234,182 10,394 4.5 18
Paris Junior College 447,437 19,659 4.0 36
Ranger Junior College 213,617 7,603 3.5 20
San Antonio College NA 179,311 NA 16
San Jacinto College 1,852,645 46,328 2.5 11
South Plains College 633,092 28,218 4.5 21
Temple Junior Cellege 552,067 22,769 4.9 19
Texarkana College 808,000 30,881 3.7 16
Tyler Junior College 1,470,796 54,153 3.7 17
Victoria 520,342 31,338 6.2 20
Weatherford College 320,444 18,290 5.7 17
Wharton County College 1,027,643 34,158 3.3 18
Median 607,892 $ 30,881 $20
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Private
Christopher College 186,629 12,669 8 54
Christian College, S.W. 176,245 16,200 9.2 61
Dallas Baptist College 581,403 37,599 6 39
Fort Worth Christian 350,000 5,772 1 26
Gulf Coast Bible College NA 8,999 NA NA
Lubbock Christian

College 1,377,091 27,411 2 36
South Texas Junior

College 1,243,554 119,610 9 33
Southwestern Assembly

of God College NA 16,977 NA 37
Southwestern Union College 353,623 9,694 2.7 41

In the Tanis and Powers artic1e7previous1y referred to the median expenditure
was $55,200 in contrast to the $30,881 for the public junior colleges shown
above. However, the median per student expenditure was only $19 in the Tanis
and Powers' study whereas the public junior colleges in Texas had a median

of $20 per student.

On the other hand the private colleges all spent more than $26 per
student and still had relatively low total expenditures for library purposes.
This undoubtedly reflects the low enrollments in .the private junior colleges.

Again, what constitutes adequate support is a difficult question to
answer. In the Missouri survey Dean Downs presented a model budget of $35,450
based on the assumption of an enrollment of 500 students, the purchasing of
1,000 books per year, subscribing to 200 periodicals, and a staff of two
professional librarians and two full-time clerical emp]oyees.8 Although such
a budget would represent decided improvement for half the public junior colleges,
the surveyors believe this total will not get the job done in Texas. Their

arguments for a larger minimum collection have already been presented. What
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these new minima would cost should be worked out by the Coordinating Board
staff in consultation with l2ading junior college librarians in the state
and a consultant from without the state. That additional support is an

urgent desideratum for the junior college Tibraries must be fully apparent

from the data presented.

There is, however, some improvement already in the mill. Most of the
junior colleges took advantage of the federal grants under Title II-A of
the Higher Education Act of 1965. Table V indicates the extent to which
such assistance has been given.

Table V
TOTAL LIBRARY EXPENDITURES 1965-66
COMPARED WITH
TITLE II GRANTS, 1967

Institution Total Federal
Library Grant
Expenditures Title II-A
1965-66 '
Public
Alvin Junior College $ 16,283 $ 8,547
Amarillo College 42,432 10,162
Clarendon Junior Colliege 9,238 500
Cooke County Junior College 25,391 9,162
Dallas Junior Colle
Del Mar College Iege 1%%’,{)22% ]%’%20?6
Grayson County Junior College 63,100 10,712
Henderson County Junior College 25.849 9,790
Howard County Junior College 29.301 7.666
Kilgore College 47.377 5,000
Laredo Junior College 26.079 5,000
Lee Coliege 72,700 7,961
Navarro cuniocr College 35,101 none
Odessa College 49,466 12,396
Panola College 10,394 7.331




Paris Junior College
Ranger Junior College
San Antonio College
San Jacinto College
South Plains College
Temple Junior College
Texarkana College
Tyler Junior College
Victoria College
Weatherford College
Wharton County Junior College

Totals
Private

Christopher College

Christian College, S.W.

Dallas Baptist College

Fort Worth Christian

Gulf Coast Bible.College
Lubbock Christian College
South Texas Junior College
Southwestern Assemblies of God
Southwestern Union

Totals

19,659
7,603
179,311
46,328
28,218
22,769
30,881
54,153
31,338
18,290
34,158

$1,077,167

12,669
16,200
37,599
5,772
8,999
27,411
119,610
16,977

9,694

$254,931

127

7,651
3,478
15,450
5,000
8,511
7,266
9,774
6,348
None
5,571

10,295

$197,59

1,000
5,000
None
5,991
None
5,000
10,991
1,843
None

$29,825

A11 of the federal funds had to be used for books, periodicals, binding. and

audio visual materials. As Table V indicates, the total federal funds

available for 1967 amounted to 18.3% of the total public junior college

library expenditures in 1965-66 and 11.7% for the nine private colleges.

Thrse sums will unquestionably enable the colleges to add substantially to

their 1library resources. Whether or not the small staffs in most of the

1ibraries will have the time and assistance to spend these sums wisely is

another question. It is much more difficult for a small junior college library

to .absorb an additional $5,000 basic grant than it is for a senior college or

university.
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Since the junior colleges wili be securing additional funds, both
state and federal, this seems an appropriate time to suggest that they make
the maximum use of centralized processing, whether through a state or area
consortium or through a commercial service similar to the one which the new
Dallas Junior College is using. Unfortunately most of the junior college
libraries are still using the Dewey Decimal classification, are still doing
much of the subject heading work and clerical routines in their own libraries,
and are trying to give effective reference service to their faculty and
student body at the same time. The surveyors recommend in the strongest terms
immediate consideration to this particular problem. Since centralized proc-

essing has state-wide implications, they also recommend that a junior ceiiege

Tibrary consultant be added to the staff of the Coordinating Board to help
the junior college librarians, especially in the small public and private
colleges, to make the maximum use of such services as are now available and

to plan more effectively for joint effort in this area in the future.

Summary

The state of Texas has a very large number of junior colleges both
public and private, and recent developments suggest that there are others
on the horizon in E1 Paso, Houston, Austin, and Beaumont-Port Arthur-Orange.
Substantial additional financing must be forthcoming if junior college
libraries are to support their instructional programs effectively. The
surveyors find themselves in hearty agreement with the recommendations of

the Coordinating Board staff on the basic size necessary for an efficient

operation of a junior college. They have already made recommendations con-

cerning the minimum size of collections and yearly additions. At this point
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they should 1ike to emphasize the necessity of adding to the Coordinating
Board staff a junior college Tibrary consultant for a period of at least
five years. This consultant will need to give early attention to the
kinds of book and periodical collections which should be developed and to
the problem of processing these materials. He will have an excellent

opportunity te observe interesting experimentation along these lines in

Dallas, Tarrant County, and San Antonio.
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Chapter V

Public Library Network

Significance of the Public Library in the State

From the time 5f its emergence in the mid-nineteenth century the
American public library has been called "the people's university,"
emphasizing its essentially educational function. However, its goals
have frequently been varied, ranging from the provision of recreational
and Tighter reading for the general public to the more specialized and
advanced materials for the citizen with more sophisticated interests.

At a time when the American commitments around the globe are increasing,
whea the educational Tevel of all citizens is rising dramatically, and
when the need for information on the part of business and industry has
mushroomed, the public library has become a focal point for discontent |
and unhappiness. Librarians themselves have recognized their Tack of
resources and staff to deal with the new needs, especially the broader
range of materials which are demanded by today's pub!ic. That they have
lacked a sufficient base from which to meet these needs is apparent in all
but the leading public Tibrary in the state, that of Dallas. Stiil the
federal funding which has been available urder the Library Services and
Construction Act, the imaginative Teadership of the Texas State Library,
and the evolution of a plan for the maximum use of public Tibrary resources

are indicative of the efforts currently being devoted to improvement of

the public Tibrary picture.




I A b kb bttt o sl

Since this survey has been developed as an aid to the master plan

for higher education one might well ask what has the public library to
do with collegiate education? The answer is simple. The public library
has seen its services stretched almost to the breaking point as increasing
numbers of students from kindergarten to the graduate school throng its
halls. Emerging junior colleges without sufficient resources of their
own, senior colleges with less than adequate collections, and graduate
schools without primary source material for theses and dissertations find
the public Tibrary a resource which can be used immediately and with
telling effect in mitigating their lack of resources.

Perhaps one or two examples will indicate graphically the nature of
the problem. E1 Centro, the first unit of the Dallas County Junior
College District, opened with almost twice as many students as it expected.
Its opening day collection in mid-October, 1966, numbered only 1,250 volumes
and even now its collections barely approach 15,000 volumes. It is not at
all unusual to see hundreds of E1 Centro students in the central building
of the Dallas Public Library. One can confidently predict that the same
is Tikely to happen with tha Fort Worth Public Library as a result of the
opening of the Tarrant County Junior College in the fall of 1967, while
the emerging Galveston Junior College may contract with the Rosenberg Library
of Galveston for initial service. At another level, Angelo State College
could scarcely have operated at ail without the resources of the Tom Green
County Library and its 84,000 volumes, especially for children's literature

courses.

Time will rectify some of this situation. As a result of increased

state appropriations colleciions in the junior and senior colleges will
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grow and new buildings will be built to house more adequate services.
At the same time there are resources in scme public libraries such as
the Rosenberg in Galveston and the Dallas Public Library which cannot
be duplicated elsewhere. Too, because the urban college student is
especially prone to seek solutions to his library problems closer to
home, he is 1ikely to continue to make heavy use of public 1ibrary
collections.

Moreover, as adult education and continuing education become

increasingly important, the role of the public 1ibrary as the resource

center for such programs will also increase. Business and industry

are asking for, and receiving, increasing attention from public 1ibrary

divisions which contain material from the fairly common bulletin of

the U. S. Geological Survey to the less common but equally important

bulletin of the National Bank of Nigeria. Materials acquired by the

public library to serve these needs will obviously add to the teaching

and research resources of all colleges in a given geographic area.
Typical of the approach of the informed Texas citizen is a comment

by Lon Tinkle, Book Editor of the Dallas Morning News, regarding the

services of the Dallas Public Library:

Nothing about Dallas® civilized 1ife is more satisfying to a long-
time bookman and cultural historian 1ike myself than to watch the
daily hum of vitality that flourishes at the Dallas Public Library.
As Texas matures, more and more people realize that the book is the
indispensable tool of civilization. With joyful energy the Dallas 1
Public Library fosters and nourishes brilliantly this useful truth.

Unfortunately for Texas, public library development has lagged behind
that of the rest of the country. The data gathered for the First Texas
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Governor's Conference on Libraries, chiefly supplied from Leonard Radoff's

Resources of Texas Public Libraries, 1962, an M.A. thesis at the University

of Texas, was discouraging to say the least. Almost one million Texans,
roughly one-tenth of the state's population had no access to public library
service and some 28 counties had no public library whatsoever. Moreover,
the money spent for public libraries is unevenly distributed, with some

27 counties which contain two-thirds of the state's population accounting
for 85 per cent of the public library income. That Texas ranks 37th in

per capita expenditure for public library service is obviously no cause

for congratulation.

In order to raise the public library stock to one volume per capita
Texas public libraries would have to add immediately some 3,000,000 volumes.
Realistically, as has been pointed out already, those who have been
planning the future of public library service in Texas recognize that the
eventual cost of adequate service will be less if small, independent
libraries can join together to form library systems. Although it has
been well demonstrated that small libraries cost more per capita than
large systems which serve populations of 50,000 or more, 311 of the 342
public libraries in Texas serve populaiions under 50,000. As Governor
John Connally so well noted at the March 23, 1966, conference:

The answer is not a library in every town, nor even in every

county. The answer is evaluation and cooperation. Counties

with a population too small to support quality Tibrary service

can join a nearby library in combined service for a larger

area--better service for the same cost.?2

This i$, of course, the essence of the State Library's plan now in

the process of implementation.
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The Texas State Library

A A e

At the head of an emerging network of public Tibraries in the state
is the Texas State Library which has been designc & by 17 - to assume
the overall responsibility for public Tibrary development in the state.
The State Library's functions are many, including legislative reference
service, archives of the state agencies, distribution of Texas state
documents, preservation of the state's cultural records, and the improve-
ment of public library service through its Field Services Division. The
hopes of the Texas Library Association's Library Development Committee for
an improved State Library can best be summed up on its "Skeletal i“an for

State-Wide Library Development...":

State Library.- The State Library must be strengthened in all

Its areas which have to do with the performance of its functions
as the central agency in the State's public library organization.
A larger staff and larger operating funds will be needed.

The State Library shouid be in charge of the administration
of the State's equalization funds used (1) to aid in the estab-
lishment of the district library centers and to maintain their
service to libraries in the district, (2) to assist the local
lTibrary in a community withtoo low per-capita wealth to support
adequate service from local funds, and (3) to encourage the
formation of larger units of library service anywhere in the
State through the amalgamation of several local units - county

or municipal or both.

Either within the State Library, or elsewhere in the State's
government, should be employed a library supervisor of the State's
eleemosynary institutions. Annual appropriations for book resources
and Tibrary service should be assured for all these institutions.
Without books and materials, and also service, they cannot carry
out the restorative function the public Tikes to associate with

them.

Such goals have their basis in the expectation that the State Library

can and will play a major leadership role in library development throughout

B e
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Texas. The general consensus across the state is that the Texas

State Library has assumed an increasingly important role during the

last five years. After years of relative inactivity, the State

Library took a new lease on life with the opening of the new Tibrary and
archives building and the coming of a new Director-Librarian in 1962.

Because of the State !.ibrary's responsibility for the distribution of

federal funds under the Library Se*vices and Construction Act, it is

imperative that the State Library be well staffed and that its staff have

imagination and vision. The activities now going on at the State Lib. ary | B

give the surveyors confidence that the leadership role is being fulfilled. |
Primary responsibility for developing public library service lies

‘with Field Services Division. In carrying out its responsibility this

division has adopted a plan involving various levels of 1ibrary service.
I It recognizes such factors as the total absence of library service in 37

i counties, the difficulties posed by geography, e.g. the distances between

g

major cities and the sparsity of population in some sections of the state,
and the need to build upon strength that already exists. Through surveys,
publications, the workshops, collecting of statistics, field consultants,

and more recently a proposal for a communications network, the Field Services

e e A N b TSyt

Division has brought the importance of public libraries and the necessity
for supporting them to the attention of many citizens in the state. Too,
it had major responsibility for the staff work connected with the First

Texas Governor's Conference on Libraries, a conference attended by more
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than 2,500 civic leaders on March 23, 1966.

The basic plan for future development of Texas public Tibraries
enveisions three types of service. Size I libraries, also designated

major resource centers, are ten public Tibraries Tocated in metropolitan

areas of 200,000 or more population. These libraries will function' as
reserve sources of information and services for citizens in their

respective geographic areas and will comprise the back-up units for size

IT and III libraries. These ten centers are located in Abilene, Amarillo,

Austin, Corpus Christi, Dallas, E1 Paso, Fort Worth, Houston, Lubbock, and
San Antonio. The areas served are indicated on the map on p.138 . Although
these centers vary greatly in their resources and capabilities, they are
being strengthened through federal grants for buildings, books, and peri-
odicals.

Size II libraries are public libraries in urban areas of 10,000 to
199,999 population and these libraries have been designated "resource
centers." Funds allocated to size II Tibraries will be used for the
purpose of working toward a position as a center for a library system
serving a natural geographic trade area. Such libraries ought to play
a leadership role in further development of rural libraries and encour-
agement of provision for more adequate service by smaller libraries.

Size III libraries are located in areas designated as rural, 9,999
and less population, and are called "area centers." These public libraries
generally serve a small population with the understanding that, tnrough
their affiliation with larger libraries, they will have available the

resources need to supplement local materials and services.
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Under the above system. the logical progression of a citizen's need

would be to contact his local library. The local library then assumes

the responsibility of following up the citizen's request through the
various steps, area center, resource center, major resource center, and
finally the Texas State Library in Austin. When Title III of the Library

Services and Construction Act has been funded for 1967-68, the Texas State

Library will initiate a statewide TELEX network to Tink together all major

resource centers and the State Library. As their part of the network size

II and III libraries will use telephone service to communicate with the
major resource centers. Eventually the Texas State Library's communications
network plans to take advantage of the resources of various specialized
libraries which are members of other networks such as the Texas Information
Exchange, the Inter-University Council, and the Regional Information and

Communications Exchange. (See Chapter IX)

Texas State Library Resources

What of the Texas State Library's resources an< how are they presently
used? While resources are not as strong as one might expect, they are
nonetheless substantial. The Archives Division, responsible for collecting,
preserving, and classifying the heritage of the state, houses the permanent
records of Texas as a province of Spain, France, and Mexico, as an inde-
pendent Republic, as a member of the Confederate States of America, and as
a state of the United States. It has the official papers of the governors,
great quantities of state documerts, and other historical data. There is
an excelient bibliographical collection relating to Texas and the West,

as well as various annual reports, charters, ordinances, etc., of the major

B aainis
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cities of the state, massive coi]ections of election returns, governors'
proclamations, genealogies, maps, and photographs. As one of the two
regional depositories in the state {the other is Texas Tech), the State
Library has a good collection of U. S. documents. There are also excellent
runs of historical journals from various other states and a number of
personal papers relating to the early history of Texas. Al11 of these

items constitute an invaluable resource for the study of the state's
heritage and one can expect that the State Library will be the beneficiary
of additional gifts of such materials.

In addition to these materials there is a strong general circulating
collection, built up as a part of the library's general exte:<ion program,
that serves as a browsing and borrowing collection for many state officials.
These materials are sent out on interlibrary loan to other libraries and
to areas that have no public library service. Useful as this collection
has been, it raises serious questions in terms.of the overall development
of the State Library's collections and services. No cne questions the
need for a strong reference and bibliographic coliection at the State
Library nor indeed of great quantities of historical and genealogical
material. However, it appears questionable that the State Library should
have a better circulating collection of books and general periodicals than
the Austin Public Library, the major resource center for the area. There
should be some consideration given to the exact responsibility of the
Reference Division as it relates to the major resource centers around the

state and specifically to the one in Austin. Does the Reference Division

not need to develop a cooperative acquisitions policy with the Austin
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Public Library and the University of Texas at Austin? Granted that alil
three will nead to have good general reference and bibliography ccllec-
tions and to duplicate some general works. Still if energies were devoted
to some other areas not now covered adequately, the whole state might
benefit substantially in the long run. For instance, there are strong
newspaper collections at both the State Library and the University of
Texas at Austin, yet one of the needs crying for attention in the state
is a rational policy on Texas local newspapers to zay nething of the
urgent need to expand state coverage of national and roreign newspapers.
A union list of newspapers, updating the W.P.A. project of the late
thirties, is an important desiderata item, and might be a logical extension
of such a cooperative acquisitions policy statement. Desp.*e the fact
that one such 1list, that of the Texas Library Association's District V
libraries (Houston area), will soon appear, early attention should be
given to a statewide list. No library is in a better position to assume
the leading role in accomplishing this project than the State Library.
While it is true that cooperative acquisitions _“atements are
difficult to draw up, and even more difficult to keep, 1t appears that
there is a definite need for the University of Texas at Austin, the Texas
State Library, and the Austin Public Library to define more precisely
their.individua1 interests in certain overlapping areas. Nowhere . this
more apparent than in the State Library's general reference and periodical

collections which tend to lessen the place of the Austin Public Library's

responsibility in this area.
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The Texas State Library held as of August 31, 1966, 257,580 volumes,
subscribed for 44 newspapers and 488 journals, as well as thousands of
official documents, manuscripts, archives, photogr:phs, and typescripts.
The State Library shows up rather well on the Choice basic list of
reference books, holding 247 of the 257 titles, but it fares less well
with the 1ist of 100 periodicals, halding ¢  40. The latter would seem
to indicate that the research type journal is not és much in evidence in

non-histerical aieas of the collection.

Somewhat disturbing is the amount spent by the state on keeping
. these collections up to date. For several years state appropriations
' for the purchase of books and other publications have hovered around
$25,000, and even the 1968 appropriation is only $28,996. While this
amount has been supplemented by federal funds, this is still not adequate
~ to do the job given the State Library by the legislature. IT the State
Library is to become in fact as well as in name the capstone of the public
Tibrary system, it must have increasing quantities of such basic works
as the catalogs of other libraries, national and trade bibliographies for
most of the countri.s of the worid, and directories and guides to other
libraries. To cite only one or two examb]es, the National Union Catalog

is about *o be published in 610 volumes at a cost of $15.18 per volume.

e T T gk, < P,

In addition, the publications of the G.K. Hall Company, particularly
of such institutions as theJohn Crerar Library and the U. S. Department
of Health, Education, and Welfare Library, surely ought to be in the
State Library if it is to give effective service to most of the major

resource centers. Yet these catalogs cost $5,090 and $3,150 respectively.

ERIC
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Under the present budgetary system the Reference Division cannot begin
to build such a bibliographic collection. A state appropriation of

$100,000 per year for the next five years would go a long way in

developing the kind of bibliographic center the State Library must
have to function effectively according to the general responsibility
it has been given by the state. To argue that many of these toois will

also be available at the University of Texas at Bustin is to miss the

point. A bibliographic center for the whole state, to function
efficiently, must have these tools immediately at hand, so that it can
respond quickly to whatever inquiry comes its way from the ten major
resource centers.

Another facet of the State Library which cannot fail to impress

an objective surveyor is how much progress has been made with so little

staff and such an underpaid staff. By any professional standards salaries
at the State Library have been deplorable. It is not surprising, therefore,
that the rate of turnover has been in excess of 30% in recent years. The
action of the 1967 legislature in raising salary levels for all employess
will undoubtedly benefit the State Library, and, hopefully, will allow it

to hold its own in competititon with other libraries in the state and region.

[ e o e

Yet it cannot be emphasized too strongly that the State Library, with the

chief leadership role in the state, responsible for the effective distribution

of millions of dollars, and for creative professional achievement of the
highest order of excellence, must be able to compete nationally for the best

talent now available. Texas has been fortunate that some key individuals

have remained with the State Library despite strong inducements to ge else-

where. They must be encouraged toc believe that such dedication and lcyalty

will not go unrewarded.

WAl Toxt Provided by ERIC
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The 1967-68 appropriation for the State Library from the legislature
is $424,418, of which $304,146 is for salaries. This represented an
increase of 38.5% over the appropriation for 1966-67. Yét the federal , t’
funds for which the State Library is responsible amounts to $3,037,337 |
(estimated 1968). Many of the staff positions are now included on the
federal budget. It is obvious that a much closer look at the amount
the state supplies for its own library and Tibrary service is long

overdue.

The distribution of funds under the Library Services and Construction
Act has been geared into the total plan for developing library service in
cooperation with the Texas Library Association. Over the past biennium,
1965-67, the legislature budgeted in excess of $2.8 million from federal
fund for this program, approximately half of which were for construction
or expansion of public 1ibrary buildings and a little iess than half for
books and other forms of library extension. In no case were these funds
used to replace local funds but rather to extend and improve resources
and services in existing areas and to promote library service where it did

not exist before.

Other Programs of the State Library

e s e
- ~ ~
»

In addition to the programs described above, the Texas State Library
has increased its data collecting activity and its publications program
significantly in the last few years. The historical publications program

is of long standing. To city only two examples the Journal of the Secession

Convention of Texas, 1861, and the papers of Mirabeau B. Lamar have been
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important contributions. More recently the editing and publishing of

the Indian Papers and the publication of The Map Collection of the

Texas State Archives, 1527-1900 have been widely acclaimed. Indeed the

latter publication won for the author the American Library Association's
€.S. Hammond Company Award.

In addition to the historical publications program the State Library B
has published a number of monographs relating to public libraries. Of great
on-going importance to library development is the Management Services

Associates, Inc., A Survey of Texas Public Libraries, 1965, published in .

August, 1966, and Texas Public Library Statistics, 1966, published in 1967.

Important as a news medium, but difficult to evaluate in view of its lagging

publication schedule, is the quarterly Texas Libraries.

Some of these publications point up another facet of the State Library's
program, its willingness to employ highly qualified professional consultants
and to organize advisory groups when new approaches are being considered.

This factor is clearly seen in the recently compieted Major Resource Center

Communication Study, prepared for the library by Management Research Inter-

national, Inc., and published in September, 1967. The survey grew out of
the recommendations of the Library Services and Construction Act Titie III

Advisory Committee.
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The Ten Major Resource Center Libraries

As is true among university libraries, so it is among public libraries.
One public 1ibrary dominates the state scene: the Dallas Public Library.
In terms of financial support, special collections, quality of staff, and
physical space there is probably not another public library in the South
or Southwest the equal of the Dallas Public Library. Even more amazing
is the fact that this development has come about almost entirely within the
last decade. The staff of the Dallas Public Library will tell one quite
frankly and unashamedly that it is the intention of their Board to make
the library a Southwestern version of the New York Public Library. With
such an aim, to emulate the nation's finest public library. it is therefore
not surprising that the Dallas Public Library's reference and bibiiography
collections would reflect credit on most second-ranking universities, and
that its special strengths in banking, economics. municipal, state, and
federa] documents, drama, theatre, history, children's Tliterature, art, and
music are excellent. While there are not many rarities in the Dallas Public
Library, it is an excellent working research collection and one is confident
that the rarities themselves will come in time. In the meantime the library
has been responsible for some of the finest exhibitions seen in this part

of the country, the most notable being The Arts of the French Book, 1900-

1965 whose exhibit catalog vas published in handsome format by the S.M.U.
Press and whose exhibit items were assembled from major repositories all
over the U.S. Recently the exhibit of the British Heritage, a joint project

with the Univeristy of Texas at Austin, has been similarly widely acclaimed.
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Despite the fact that its central building, located close to the
heart of the business district, was completed only in September, 1955.
plans are already under way for a larger and more adequate central library
in the new Civic Center. Moreover, the branch 1ibrary program has been
well planned and is moving forward at a faster pace than other comparable
pup]ic libraries.

In terms of staffing it is worth noting that the Dallas Public Library
"alumni" now head the public libraries of Fort Worth, Houston, and Lubbock,
and its staff has more recently provided the new Assistant State Librarian.
Not only has the staff developed an excellent Tibrary system for Dailas
but it has aiso exercised a major role in state-wide library development.

Considerably below the Dallas Public Library in quality of resources
and basic support are the public libraries of Fort Worth, Houston, and
San Antonio. Yet each of these libraries has unique collections for
research and each one has taken a new lease on life in the last few years.
In terms of collections the Fort Worth Public Library has a good biblio-
graphy collection, and specialized collections of bookplates, early
children's books, the earth sciences, and genealogy. Houston can boast
such treasures as early Bibles, incunabula, genealogy (perhaps the best in
the state), iliuminated manuscripts, and geology, while the San Antonio
Public Library has one of the best circus collections in the world. A1l
three have substantial amounts of Texana and Southwest Americana. Moreover,
all three libraries are U. S. government depositories and the San Antonio

Public Library is an Atomic Energy Commission depository as well.
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The basic problem all three libraries have is that of serving a
rapidly expanding population with a decreasing per capita bnok collection.

Yet there has been progress made both in Fort Worth and Houston in building

new branches and staffing them. San Antonio has a new central building
with 100,000 square feet of space which will open in 1968 while Fort Worth
and Houston are both planning new central buildings. Buildings alone are
not libraries, but is more than a little significant that the new central
library in Dallas preced its spectacular development of resources and staff.
A1l three cities seem aware of their public library problems and determined

to secure the financial resources to upgrade them in the years immediately

ahead. Meanwhiie, a11-three also hold the distinction of being the three

Towest on the 1ist of per capita operating expenditures for 26 municipal

1ibraries serving populations of 500,000 or more in 1965: Houston on the
bottom with $1.17 per capita, San Antonio next with $1.18, and Fort Worth

next with $1.30.3 Dallas, on the other hand, is slightly above the average

ST e e T T T P R T R

of the 26 with $3.36 per capita. Whether or not the three municipalities
can think in terms of the massive funds necessary for dramatic improvement

is another matter.

E In the middle range are the libraries of Amarillo, Austin, Corpus
E Christi, and E1 Paso. Of the four E1 Paso is the strongest. As might be
i expected from its Tocation, the E1 Paso collections are strongest in
archaeology, art, Southwest history, and the Spanish language. A.ong its
i unique resources are 5,000 volumes of mission records of Neustro Senor
de Guadalupe at Juarez. It also has an index to local newspapers which

are on microfilm. Austin has a good Austin-Travis County historical
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collection, and all four libraries have the ever present geneaological
materials so important for keeping one segment of the Tibrary's public
happy. Corpus Christi showed up quite well on the basic reference and
periodicals list while Austin was surprisingly weak. In commenting upon
this apparent weakness the librarian noted that the Austin Public Library
did not buy periodicals heavily because of the proximity of the University 4

of Texas. To the surveyors this rationalization on the basic periodicals

list seems highly dubious. Despite its strength numerically, the E1 Paso i
Public Library shows decided weakness in the periodicals 1list.
That is is possible for even relatively weak centers to develop new

services is demonstrated by the Corpus Christi library. The experimental

telephone reference service initiated among the small libraries in the

Ric Grande Valley has served as a model for the emerging state network.

Too, there is little doubt that the taxpayer in most of these communities
is getting far more for his dollar from the public library than he realizes.
Such efforts deserve much better public support than they have had up
to this point.
At the Tower end of the scale among the major resource centers are
the public Tlibraries of Abilene and Lubbock. Both collections had fewer

than 100,000 volumes in 1966 while their tntal volumes added were 6,439

and 4,815 respectively. Moreover, these libraries show up poorly on the
basic reference 1ist ard the periodicals list. If these public Tlibraries
are to serve in any realistic sense the goals of a major resource center,
they will need substantial increases in both book stock and staff during

the next five years. Although Abilene and Lubbock would presumably come

©
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close to meeting the American Library Association's standards for adding
4,000 to 5,000 titles per year, the surveyors are not convinced that
libraries adding fewer than 10,000 volumes per year are capable of
serving effectivly as major rescurce centers.

On the other hand there are important considerations to be said in
defense of both of these public libraries. The Abilene Public Library has
been a center for cooperative activity in West Texas. It participates

actively in the Union List of Periodicals, now in its seventh edition

and now covering the holdings of the Texas Library Association's District
111 libraries. With the presence of three college libraries who work
closely with each other to avoid unnecessary duplication, the Abilene
Public Library has available resources beyond those of its own collection.
Too, much of the additional federal money made available last year was
used to increase the reference and periodical collections.

The Amarillo Public Library has also been a center for cooperative

activities in the Panhandle area. In August, 1967, it released its

Union List of Periodica]s for the Top 26 Counties of Texas, a 1ist which

includes three college libraries as well as public and special 1ibraries.4
In the case of Lubbock, there is the presence of Texas Technological

College to be taken into account. The generous lending policy of Tech

and its three quarters of a million volumes offer an important backstop for

the Lubbock Public Library. Moreover, the local operating budget was

doubled in 1967, and plans are under way for a new central Tibrary building.

The five-year development plan for the library envisions a 50% increase in

book funds in 1966/67 with further increases in succeeding years.

N e e e e s
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On the whole among the public Tibraries except for Dallas, the
surveyors heartily agree with the analysis of the Management Services
Associates survey:

Further, no presently designated major resource center

can fulfill the widely varied needs of all the communities
in their service area. Collections must be strengthened

in the special interest subjects of each community.
Coordination of these efforts within geographical regions
will insure that mutual special interest subject area
co]]ectiogs complement each other to allow greater coverage
in depth.

However much one may appreciate the necessity for expansion of

: library service at all levels, it is apparent that the State Library

has chosen wisely in emphasizing the major resource centers and trying
to strengthen them first. The surveyors recommend a continuation of

such support at an even higher level in the future.

Reference Books and Periodicals

Along with the college and university libraries each major resource
center library was asked to check the Choice "Basic Reference Collection”
list as given in Appendix B . as well as the 100 periodicals in the basic

periodicals list as given in Appendix A . Though both 1ists were designed

specifically for academic Tibraries, the titles Tisted would form the
basis of any good general reference collection.

Of the 257 reference titles and 100 periodicals the major resource

centers held the following:
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Library Ref. % Per.
Abilene Public Library 223 86.8 19
Amarillo Public Library 215 83.7 50
' Austin Public Library 171 66.5 20
Corpus Christi
(LaRetama Public Library) 216 84.0 87
Dallas Public Library 248 96.5 86
E1 Paso Public Library 251 97.6 55
Fort Worth Public Library 242 94.1 80
Houston Public Library 242 94.1 70
Lubbock Public Library 142 55.3 34
San Antonioc Publiic Library 252 98.0 38

On the whole this is an impressive showing for reference titles, except

for Austin and Lubbock. It is much less satisfactory for periodical titles.
As public libraries, especially those designated major resource centers,
serve more and more sophisticated readers, it seems unlikely that they can
do so satisfactorily without considerable improvement in their periodicals
holdings. Only four of the public Tibraries listed above huld as many 2s

70 of the periodicals listed while one is as low as 19. Significantly,

only four of the libraries, Corpus Christi, Dallas, Fort Worth, and Houston,

report their serials holdings to The Texas List of Scientific and Technical

Serial Publications. Some way must be Tound to finance additional purchases

of periodicals for these collections or they can never serve as the backstop

envisioned for them by the Texas State Library.
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Rosenberg Library

The Rosenberg Library at Galveston is unique in the state. A private
Tibrary, with its own endowment, it also contracts with the city and county
of Galveston for public library service. It will also likely be used
heavily by the new junior colleges now developing in that area: Galveston
Junior College and the College of the Mainland. As of December 31, 1966,
the Rosenberg Library contains 125,586 books, 175,962 U. S. documents,
14,877 bound periodicals, 2,828 newspapers, and 198,400 manuscript items.
On the basic periodicals 1ist the Rosenberg ranks low, only 26 of the 100
titles, though its holdings of the Choice Tist of reference books indicate
203 out of 257. However, the Rosenberg Library is strongest in holdings
of late 19th and early 20th century American and British periodicals. Also
strong are the French and German 1iterature collections, 19th century
library science, 19th century religion, chiefly American, geography and
travel, Civil War books, and its archives and Texas history collection.
There are no less than 33 separate collections of papers including those
of Samuel May Williams, John Miller Winterbotham, Jean Scrimgeour Morgan,
David G. Burnet, and Gail Borden, Jr. The Texas Reference Collection
contains about 5,000 volumes, many of them rare, from the Spanish Coloni-
zation to the present. Plans are under way for a new addition to the

building and the expansion of the rare collections.
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Summary

This survey of public libraries has emphasized the major resource |

centers and the Texas State Library since they bear more directly on the

academic library scene than do most other libraries. This is not intended
to overlook such important resources as the Midland Public Library and the
Ector County Public Library for the students at Odessa College nor other

public libraries such as the Waco Public Library for Baylor University

students. However, the emphasis has been upon those public libraries which
either now have significant resources or are likely to acquire them in

considerable quartity during the next decade. Statistical data and useful

analyses of other public libraries can be found in A Survey of Texas Public

Libraries, 1965, and Texas Public Library Statistics, 1966, both available

from the Texas State Library.
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p. 8.

3The Bowker Annual of Library and Book Trade Information, 1967

(New York: R..R. Bowker Co., 1967), p. 13.

4Mary E. Bivins Memorial Library, Reference Department, Union List

of Periodicals for the Top 26 Counties of Texas (Amarillo, Texas: Mary

E. Bivins Memorial Library, August, 1967), 77 pp.

5Management Services Associates, Inc., A Survey of Texas Public

Libraries, 1965 (Austin: Management Services Associates, Inc., August,

1966), p. 148.




CHAPTER VI
HEALTH SCIENCE LIBRARIES*

PART 1

INTRODUCTION:

? The health science libraries supporting education in the health
professions were surveyed separately for this report. Although the insti-

E tutions they support form an important part of the academic community, and
their libraries contribute a unique portion of the State's library resources,

they have traditionally developed their own channels of communication and

institutional relationships. The twenty libraries included in this survey,
for instance, are virtually a11 members of the Medical Library Association,
an organization of medical libraries and librarians formed before the turn
of the century. Although studies and research in the health sciences are
becoming increasingly interdisciplinary with growing encroachments into the
literature of the social and behavioral sciences, they are still represented

by a fairly cohesive and distinct body of literature. The health science

*This section consists of two parts. The first is a report by Dr. David
| A. Kronick, Librarian, University of Texas Medical School at San Antonio.
| The second part is by Miss Marie Harvin, Research Medical Librarian, University
| of Texas M.D. Anderson Hospital and Tumor Institute, Houston.
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libraries are also unique in that they stand in an unusual relationship
with a national library, the National Library of Medicine, which provides
several basic bibliographic publications and which forms the capstone of an
informal but national system of interlibrary lending.

In one sense this specialization has brought about an undesirable
separation of the health science libraries in the state universities from
the other libraries serving state college and university programs. Until
recently, for instance, the health science librarians did not participate
in the deliberations of the Texas Council of State College Librarians. They
have not shared in the efforts to establish standards and criteria for
budgetary support and for services which have taken place in the other state
supported academic libraries. One result is that they have not participated
in the growth and development that has characterized some of the other state
school libraries. On the other hand the distinguishing characteristics of
health science libraries, such as the educational programs they serve, the
kind of literature with which they deal, and the state and national programs
in this area, do make them eligible for consideration as a separate group
of Tibraries.

Eleven of the twenty libraries included in the survey are members of
the Texas Council of Health Science Libraries, an organization recently in-
corporated in this state to develop cooperative programs of acquisitions and
services among science libraries in Texas. These include six of the eight

state supported college programs in the helath sciences.*

*The other two are College of Veterinary Medicine at Texas A & M and the
University of Houston College of Pharmacy.




University of Texas College of Pharmacy, Austin
University of Texas Southwestern Medical School, Dallas
University of Texas Medical Branch, Galveston
University of Texas Dental Branch, Houston

University of Texas M.D. Anderson Hospital, Houston

University of Texas Medical School at San Antonio
The Council has participated in the survey being reported here. With support
from the Planning Grant of the Regional Medical Program for Heart Disease,
cancer and Stroke in Texas, the Council has underway an in-depth analysis
of periodical holdings in Texas. A workshop for hospital librarians has also
been conducted, which, it is hoped, forms the beginning of a continuing series
of such programs throughout the state.

The Medical Library Assistance Act, administered by the National Library
of Medicine, forms another frame of reference which unite the health science
libraries and sets them apart from other academic libraries. Several of the
libraries have already received resources grants under the provisions of this
Act, and the Council is participating in the development of a Regicnal Medical
Library program which is supported under another provision of the Act. These
programs all articulate with and provide support for the Regional Medical
Programs for Heart Disease, Cancer, and Stroke whose purpose is to bridge
the gap between the accumulation of new information and health care. The state
supported university medical centers will not only serve as foci for the
Regional Medical Program in Texas, but will also expand already existing
programs of graduate education. This expansion of continuing education for
the physician will involve all health science libraries, particularly those in

the hospitals.

The State of Texas is exceptional in having an institution which offers

state-wide medical 1ibrary service to medical practitioners in the state.
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The Library of the Texas Medical Association in Austin offers to the
practitioners a wide range of library service free of charge. In many states
this service is either non-existant or is offered by the libraries of the
state university medical center.

The survey reported here cannot be considered an in-depth study of health
science library resources and services. As a supplement to the major survey
of college and university libraries, it can only cover a few aspects of the

status of medical libraries in the state.

SURVEY METHODS:

Questionnaires following closely the format and the data requested in the
general survey were sent out to 107 libraries in the state, including all
academic institutions serving educational programs in the health sciences,
all state institutions and federal military installations supporting health
related programs, and to all hospitals with two hundred or more beds. Returns
were received frem all except twelve of the libraries. An additional ten
returns were not usable either because of inadequate data, or because no
libraries were maintained by the institutions. Of the remaining libraries,
twenty’were selected for analysis. These represent the major health science
libraries in the state. In addition to all of the state and private insti-
tutions of higher education with health science programs and which maintain
separate health science libraries, these twenty include all other such
libraries with collections of 10,000 or more volumes.

Federal military iibraries were included because they form a significant

part of the medical library picture in the state. For instance, the Aeromedical
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Library in San Antonio ranks third among the twenty libraries analyzed in
terms of number of volumes (Table 1), second in number of periodical sub-
scriptions (Table 1), and first in the amount of interlibrary loan activity
(Table 2).

The period covered in the statistics presented varies according to the
reporting year of the institution, but in general covers activity in the year
between January 1 and December 31, 1966. No special visits were made by the
surveyors because the twenty institutions covered were, for the most part,
well-known to them. It is a serious shortcoming that no qualitative measuring
instruments were used in evaluating any part of the collection, except the
periodical collection. This is because no such measuring instrument exists
and would be difficult to construct and apply, and because the periodical
collection is generzlly recognized as the most significant measure of the
adequacy of a medical Tibrary collection.

There are indirect qualitative measures, however, that may be used.
Periodicals make up the core of any scientific collection and estimates have
been made that a balanced science research collection should probably contain a
ratio of three journal volumes to one text or monographic volume. Another
measure of vitality of a research library is, of course, the number of current
subscriptions, but these, too, should be evaluated quaiitatively. The number
of volumes added in any particular year as a measure of a library's rate of
growth is also significant. This number is, of course, closely related to
periodical subscriptions because a subscription is converted to "volumes added"
when it is bound.

It is unfortunate that the budget data was provided in such a form that

analysis was not possible. Some institutions did not include salary data,
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TABLE 2

i INTERLIBRARY LOAN ACTIVITY IN
| TWENTY MAJOR TEXAS
HEALTH SCIENCE LIBRARIES

ITEMS w ITEMS
LENT BORROWED
LOCATION NO. RANK NO. RANK
1. | Texas Medical Association Austin 439 7 68 15
9 | University of Texas College
of Pharmacy Austin |
3. | Texas A & M University College
College of Veterinary Medicine Station
4. | Baylor-in-Dallas Library Dallas 65 14 601 10
5. | University of Texas Southwestern
Medical School Dallas 2698 3 742 9
6. | William Beaumont General Hospital El Paso
7. | University of Texas Medical ) |
Branch ) Galveston 1215 4 202 13
8. [ Texas Medical Center Library Houston 4245 2 893 5 |
G. | Texas Southern University ‘
College of Pharmacy Houston 300 2 * 150 14
10. | University of Houston 1 w
' College of Pharmacy Houston 867 6 869 6
11. | University of Texas Dental
Branch Houston 227 9 818 7
12. | University of Texas M. D. .
Anderson Hospital Houston 921 5 1025 4
13. | Aeromedical Library San Antonio 8464. 1 1955 2
14, | Bexar County Medical Library San Antonio B
15. | Brooke General Hospital San Antonio 150 11 L 1573 3
16. | Medical Ficld Service School
timson Library “San_Antonio 140 12 291 11
.7. | Southwest Foundation for
Research and Education San Antoanio 780 8
13. | University cf Texas Medical
Schocl San Antonio
19. | Wilford Hall Hospital San Antonio 215 10 2436 1
20. | Scott and White Memorial
Hospital Temple 140 13 259 12
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nor break down their figures on purchased library materials in such a way

as to permit useful comparisons.

COLLECTIONS:

Comparisons may sometimes be odicus, but a real measure of the support
Texas health science libraries have received may be obtained by comparing
them with the status of similar institutions in other states. Comparison with
national standards is another measure. These call for a collection of at
least 100,000 volumes to serve the average university medical center. Although
it is recognized that this figure is somewhat arbitrary and of little signi-
ficance without some qualitative criteria added, it may serve as a crude and
gross standard.*

There is not a single health science Tibrary in the State of Texas that
achieves that standard. Two states, California and I11inois, each have three
collections in excess of 150,000 volumes and at least ten other states have
one or two collections ranging from just over 100,000 to almost 400,000.

Size of collections, as we have indicated, may simply be a function of age,
although the University of Texas Medical Branch at Galveston goes back to 1887.
If one uses the number of current journal subscriptions as a measure of strength
of collection, Texas does not fare well either. There is only one library in

the state, the University of Texas Medical Branch, again, which reports

*The problems in establishing national standards are discussed in "Guideiines
for Medical School Libraries," Journal of Medical Education, V. 40, no. 1
pt. 1, January, 1965.
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receiving over 1,500 titles, but much of this may be due to their use of

their excellent Texas Reports in Medicine and Biology as an exchange medium.

California, on the other hand, has four health science libraries with current
subscriptions in excess of 2,000 and one which reaches almost 6,000.

New York State has at least seven such libraries which report receiving more
than 1,500 titles.

It becomes agparent that military and federal Tibraries are important 1in
the State of Texas when one looks at District I and II of the Texas Hospital
Association which cover a large section of the western part of the state from
Amarillo and Wichita Falls down to E1 Paso. These districts do not include a
single one of the twenty libraries included in the survey (See Fig. I).

The strongest library in District I seems, in terms of size, to be that of the
Veterans Administration Hospital at Amarillo, although a ratio of 5,856 books
to 892 bound journals indicates that this must be largely a patients' rather
than a staff library. The medical library at Sheppard Air Force Base at
Wichita Falls, also in District I, with only 4,379 volumes of which 2,598 are
books and 1,781 are journals and 190 journal subscriptions i3 probably a stronger
one. In District II the only medical Tibrary of any apparent significance is
that of the William Beaumont General Hospital in E1 Paso. In District III,
the Aeromedical Library is not only the third largest in the state, but the
largest in San Antonio which includes aiso among the twenty libraries in the
survey, the Bexar County Medical Library, and the libraries of Brooke General
Hospital, the Medical Fieid Service School, Southwest Foundation for Research
and Education, the newly developing University of Texas Medical School, and

the U. S. Air Force Wilford Hall Hospital.
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The non-medical libraries, of course, contribute a considerable amount
to the strength of literature resources available to the health sciences in
Texas. The University of Texas in Austin collections in the basic sciences,
particularly in biology (23,000 volumes) and chemistry (24,000 volumes),

contribute significantly to health science resources, although the available

information on inter-library loan activity among the libraries included in
the survey do not indicate extensive use of these collections. Nevertheless,

the University of Texas at Austin has the largest pharmacy collection in the

state, 15,000 volumes as against the University of Houston College of
Pharmacy (3,451 volumes) and Texas Southern University School of Pharmacy
(6,500 volumes). Reports on special collections in health sciences are in-
cluded in the general report, but significant medical sources make up parts
of other special collections, such as those of Texas and Latin-American
materials.

An analysis in depth of all the libraries in the survey will be carried
out in conjunction with planning for the State Regional Medical Program for

Heart Disease, Cancer and Stroke, and hopefuliy will begin to answer some of

the many unanswered yuestions. For instance, what kind of library support
exists for the many nursing education programs? A number of the nursing pro-

grams at the diploma, associate degree, and baccalaureate degree levels seemed

to have only minimal library resources. In some cases, no nursing collections

at all could be identified.

One fact that is apparent is that the major health science library resources

are clustered in a few metroyolitan centers (Fig. 1). Specific cooperative
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programs will be required to evolve a more even distribution and availability

of resources throughout the state.

PHYSICAL FACILITIES:

No special effort was made to survey physical facilities for health
science libraries in the state, an area in which critical need has existed
for many years, although considerable improvement is already in prospect in
some cases, and real grounds for hope exist in others. New facilities for
the library, for instance, are being- completed at M.D. Anderson Hospital,
which will almost double its current space from 4,000 sq. ft. to 7,300 sq. ft.,
and the Medical School Library building at San Antonio will be completed sometime
ear.y in 1968. There is a new and handsome building of very recent vintage
at the Aeromedical Library. There is a new building on the drawing boards
at Galveston, where the situation is desperate if not critical. Despite their
large student enrollment, of 7C2 undergraduate nursing and medical students,
they have only 118 seats in the 1ibrary to accomodate all their readers, and
a total of 9,481 sq. ft. to accomodate a coliection of over 90,000 volumes.
Minimum requirements for this size of collection and the inadequate number of
seats available, on the basis of 25 sq. ft. for each reader and 10 volumes
per square foot, would be over 12,000 sq. ft. Southwestern Medical School
at Dallas is in almost as desperate straits. They have only 9,619 sq. ft.
to accomodate 137 seats and 73,373 volumes, so they have already exceeded any
reasonable space allocations. Today when medical center libraries are being
planned and built in the range of 30,000 to 60,000 sq. ft., the discrepancies

are even more noteworthy. The University of Texas Dental Branch Library in

S e 6o e bt
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Houston is also inadequate with 1,340 sq. ft. for 50 seats and collection

of 20,173 volumes. Based on the standard space allocations cited above,

the Dental Library requires a minimum of 3,000 sq. ft. and has been able to exist

only by virtue of the installation of compact shelving in an area two floors
below the Library. The situation among the non-state institutions should also
be noted. For example, Baylor-in-Dallas Medical Library has only 4,400 sq. ft.
for 17,392 volumes and 117 seats which again, under the standards, requires a

minimum of 5,000 sq. ft. just to maintain the status quo.

SERVICES:

The survey elicited information on reference, photocopy, translation, and
other services, but most of the data was received in a form which did not lend
itself to easy analysis. Translation services, for instance, seem to be
minimal or non-existant in most libraries with the notable exception of the
Aeromedical Library. In general, reference is made to professional translators
and translation services. On the other hand, almost all the Tibraries included
in the survey had photocopy service or had it available to them.

Inter-library loan activities were reported by most of the libraries
surveyed (Table 2), but not enough of the date was submitted in sufficient
depth to determine the kind and direction of the traffic, Six Tibraries did
report enough detail to gain a useful picture of their interlibrary loan
activity. It is interesting to note, for instance, that the University of
Texas Southwestern Medical School Library receives almost 75% of the 742

items it borrows from five sources:

National Library of Medicine, Bethesda, Md.
University of Texas Medical Branch, Galveston




170
Aeromedical Library, Brooks Air Force Base 93
Southern Methodist University, Dallas 86
Texas Medical Center, Houston 50

The library supplies more than half of the 2,698 items it lends to only five

institutions:
Veterans Administration Hospital, Dallas 743
Baylor Medical Center, Dallas 218
Alcon Laboratories, Fort Worth 186
hHarris Hospital, Fort Worth 119
Bioassay Laboratories 113

A similar pattern is demonstrated by the Texas Medical Center in Houston

which borrows more than 75% of its 893 items from five sources:

Rice University, Houston 346
M.D. Anderson Hospital 136
Houston State Psychiatric Institute (Now the Texas

Research Institute for Mental Science) 103
University of Texas Medical Branch, Galveston 71
University of Houston 45

It also lends more than 65% of its 4,245 loans to only five institutions:

Veterans Administration Hospital, Houston 828
M.D. Anderson Hospital, Houston 818
Houston State Psychiatric Institute (TRIMS) 640
University of Texas Dental Branch, Houston 413
Texas Institute for Rehabilitation 193

The University of Texas Medical Branch at Galveston is the library most
frequently mentioned as source of loans, although it ranked only fourth on

the 1ist of number of items lent (Table 2). It seems apparent that proximity

is one of the important factors in library lending. For instance, a large
part of the traffic of the Aeromedical Library, which lent over 8,000 items

in the period covered, is intramural within the military service and primary

to the other military medical installations in the area. Wilford Hall Hospital,
San Antonio, alone borrowed 2,000 items and Brooke Army Hospital borrowed

1,035 items.

e e by g oA G s e
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One might expect an inverse relationship between the size of collection
and volumes borrowed. On the whole, however, this is not true. Larger §
collections are associated with institutions whos@ research activities make
broader demands oa them, with the exception, of course, of the Texas Medical
Association Library which serves largeiy an extramural population.

The recent introduction of Teletypewriter (TWX) services in most of the
libraries of the state supported institutions of higher education under a

program supported by the State Coordinating Board should considerably facili-

tate interlibrary lending and cut down the time lag between request and
receipt of loans. Al1 eight of the state supported college programs in health
science, for instance, have access to TWX services. This Tlinkage not only
allows inter-connections between the state institutions but also provides a
means of rapid communications with other research libraries throughout the

nation, including the national Tibraries.

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS:

It is apparent from the general survey reported here that although a

base exists for the development of adequate 1ibrary collections to support

vigorous research and educational programs in Texas, they are for the most

part considerably below optimum or even standard levels. Although the picture i
in regard to physical housing of the collections is improving there are still
some libraries in difficult straits. Although this information was not
elicited from the formal survey, it early became apparent to the surveyors

that a primary need is adequate staff both in training and in numbers. Funds |

provided for materials and physical facilities will avail us nothing unless
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we can recruit the staff to provide the necessary imaginative leadership.
Cooperative programs which are developing among the health science libraries,
particularly through the Texas Council of Health Science Libraries anc other
programs under the aegis of the Medical Library Assistance Act, are promising.
These programs cannot move forward rapidly, however, unless special staff is
provided to monitor and implement them. Among the specific recommendations
which may be useful at this juncture are the following:

1. Data on which planning can be based is sparse. More uniform
statistics should be collected, including data on collection
growth, inter-Tibrary loan activity, and Tibrary budget support.
Adequate qualitative measures should be also introduced.

2. The librarians of the health science libraries associated with
state supported institutions of higher education should be fully
incorporated into the Texas Council of State College Librarians
and should be included in that Council's actions and deliberations.

3. Because of the unique rature of the health science Tibraries'’
requirements, the standards for service and budgetary support for
them should be developed quite apart from the other state supported
libraries. These should be based on realistic consideration of
the graduate nature of most of the programs, and the requirements
of extensive research programs.

4. Cooperative programs of acquisitions and service should be pursued

within the framework of existing and developing health science

information networks.
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PART II

INDEX MEDICUS JOURNAL TITLES IN TEXAS
HEALTH SCIENCE LIBRARIES

INTRODUCTION:

A total evaluation of any given Tibrary must be “ased on many different
aspects of that library's operation. One major criterion on which a scientific
Tibrary can be judged, however, is the quantity and the quality of its journai
holdings. Whereas no Tibrary should attempt to collect every title in every
field of knowledge, the larger research libraries should be equipped to fill
the great majority -- perhaps 85% to 90% -- of requests for journal materials
which come from the population it serves.

The journal titles held by a library will be determined in large measure
by the programs and subject emphasis of its parent institution. Because these
factors differ from one institution to another, it is impossible to arrive at
a single 1ist of journals considered "best" for all libraries. It is possible,
however, to arrive at an over-all view of journal titles in Texas biomedical
libraries by matching a 1list of titles in the major collections against a

highly comprehensive 1ist of biomedical journals published throughout the world.

DEFINITION AND SCOPE:

The survey herein reported was undertaken to identify which of those
journal titles indexed by the major index in the field cf medicine, Index
Medicus, are also held by biomedical libraries in Texas. The list of journals

covered by Index Medicus was chosen as both a qualitative and quantitative

measure, because that publication is the most comprehensive index in the field

of biomedical science. It covers 2,448 journal titles which publish reports of
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Eorigina] research in all areas of science basic tc medicine and clinica?
gmedicine. These are selected as representing the most significant titles by
?a consulting committee of experts from a total list of biomedical serials
estimated at anywhere between 15,000 and 30,000 titles. Included in the

1ist are journals from 70 foreign countries as well as those published within

the United States. The latest title list printed when this survey was begun
was duted 1966. The Index Medicus is published monthly and cumulated annually

by the National Library of Medicine, Bethesda, Maryland, generally believed
to be the Targest collection of biomedical 1iterature in the world.

A11 of the medical units of the University of Texas were covered by
the survey:

Medical Branch, Galveston

Medical School, San Antonio

Southwestern Medical School, Dallas

Dental Branch, Houston

M.D. Anderson Hospital & Tumor Institute, Houston
The University of Texas Library at Austin and the College of Veterinary Medicine
at A & M University were also included in the study because of the strength of
their materials in fields peripheral to medicine. In addition, within the state
are several strong medical libraries supported by other institutions. Their
materials are freely available to the University of Texas Libraries through
the system of interlibrary lending which now exists between all libraries.
The Targest of these non-University of Texas Libraries were included:

Texas Medical Center Library, Houston (Baylor University College of Medicine

and the Houstor Academy of Medicine)

Texas Medical Association, Austin

Scott end White Hospital, Temple

Texas Research Institute for Mental Science, Houston

U. S. Air Force School of Aerospace Medicine, San Antonio

Brooke General Hospital, Fort Sam Houston
Baylor Medical Center, Dallas (Baylor University School of Dentistry, Nursing)
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Lists of journals held by all the above libraries were matched against

the List of Journals Indexed by Index Medicus. This List of Journals Indexed,

is published in three arrangements:

(1) Aiphabetically by journal title

(2) By Country of origin

(3) By Broad subject categories
1t should be noted here that those publications known as official U. S.
Govarnment documents were excluded. The records of these publications vary

so much from library to library that their inclusion would have led to

inaccuracies.

DISCUSSION:

Three lists resulted from this study. The first shows all titles which
are not held by any of the above libraries.* Six hundred and six (606) titles

or 25.2% of the total Index Medicus titles are not available in Texas biomedical

libraries. Because all these titles are cited by Index Medicus, it is Tikely

that they will be requested by investigators or practitioners in the state.

The delays encountered in attempting to borrow these titles from out of state

are incompatible with a modern research program and an excellent level of health

care by physicians. The Tist can, however, form the basis of a cooperative

acquisitions project among the libraries as mentioned in the narrative in Part 1.
The second list (Table 3) shows the number of journals from each country

which are Tocated in some Tibrary in Texas. Libraries in the state own 1,795

*Copies are available on request to Marie Harvin, Librarian, University of
Texas, M.D. Anderson Hospital and Tumor Institute, Houston.
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TABLE 3

NUMBER OF JOURNALS INDEXED BY INDEX MEDICUS
AND AVAILABLE IN TEXAS LIBRARIES

BY COUNTRY OF ORIGIN

——— =T t
Number of Journals Numher Available
Country H in Index Medicus “ in Texas Libraries
11

Albania | 1 0
Argentina 24 11
Australia i 13 9
Austria &v 18 | 16
Belgium 38 E- 25
Brazil __*_ 45 ﬂ 26
Bulgaria 9 1
Canada IH 28 I 28
Ceylon /IR 1 0
Chile jﬁ b k 5
China 5 3
Colombia | 6 [ 2
Costa Rico | 1 F_ 1
Czechoslovakia 42 | 24
Denmark 27 1 23
Ecuador 1 f 1
Eqypt . 4 #v 2

{ E1 salvador 1 } 0
England 164 {t 151
Finland 11 it 7
Formosa ki 2 Il 1
France i 178 | 116
Germany, East | 32 19
Germany, West | 182 | 137
Greece i 1 'l 0
Guatenala ] 1 i 1
Honduras i 1 i 0
Hungary *ﬁ* 12 i 4
India I 28 23
Indonesia _% 1 | 0
Irag . 1 i 1
Ireland i 3 i 3
israel %% 4 I 4
Italy | 204 I 107
Japan i 126 76
Kenva ] 1 | 1
Korea ' 1 1
Lebanon 4 i 2
Luxembourgq . 1 | 0
Mexico I 21 17
Morocco 1 0
Netherlands ] 45 f 36
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umber of Journals Number Available
Country in Index Medicus in Texas Libraries
New Zealand 4 4
Nigeria 1 0
Norihern ltreland. 1 T
Noxrway 4 4
Panama l 1
Peru 5 4
Philippine Islands 5 5
Poland 49 24
Portugal 10 3
Puerto Rico 1 1
Rhodcsia 1 1l
Rumania 17 6
Scotland 8 7
Senegal 1 0
Singapore 3 3
Spain 55 26
Sweden 26 22
Switzerland 98 &8
Tunisia 1 1
Turkey 5 4
Uganda 1 1
Union of South
Africa 8 8
United States 676%* 665
Uruguay 7 4
USSR 88 17
Venezuela S 6
Wales 1 0
West Indies 1 1
Yugoslavia 18 4
Total 2,401 _ 1,795

*Forty-seven "U.S." entries omitted




LA

178

titles or 74.8% of the total number. It is obvious from this list that the
best coverage of journal titles by Texas Tibraries is of English language
publications originating in the U. S., Canada, and England. The next best
coverage is that of the Scandinavian courntries, largely because so many of
their journals are published in English. As might be expected, most journals
from West European countries are available in the state. Yet surprisingly,
nearly 50% of the Italian titles are not available, nor are those from Spain
well represented. It can be seen that very little of the literature orig-
inating in Japan, southeast Europe, and Russia can be found in Tibraries in
Texas. Although there seems to be a trend in medical education to de-emphasize

the foreign language requirement, there continues to be a great demand for the

foreign literature in medical Tibraries across the state.

-

Translations of the foreign literature are available from g;;é;a1 éb&}ces,
yet a great portion of it must be handled in its original language. This
problem is sometimes solved by the cosmopolitan staffs in the teaching centers,
because a large number of interns and residents come to these centers from
abroad each year,

Most of the foreign titles Tisted by Index Medicus can be found in the

large libraries referred to in Part I, e.g., in New York State, Illinois,

and California. It is unthinkable, however, that these few libraries should be
expected to supply the remainder of the nation with these titles. If we are

to avoid building-a provincial science in Texas anec if we are to avoid becoming
parasites on the larger collections, these foreign titles should be acquired

by some library in the state. |

The third 1ist resulting from the study, and perhaps the most impcrtant

(Table 4), is that which shows the subject categories in basic and clinical
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INDEX MEDICUS JOURNAL TITLES AVAILABLE
IN TEXAS LIBRARIES

SUBJECT CATEGORIES

l*Number of Number in ||Percent
. Titles in Texas in Texas

Subject Category Index Medicus| Libraries || Libraries
Anatomy, Cytology &

Embryology 54 46 85.1
Anesthesiology 17 13 76.4
Anthropology 3 3 100
Artificial Organs 3 3 100
Aviation & Space Medicine 8 8 100
Biochemistry 59 54 ¢l.>5
Blology 80 73 ¢1.2
Botany 7 6 85.7
Cardiovascular System 55 40 72.7
Chemistry 44 43 97.7
Communicable Diseases 10 7 70
Communication 4 4 100 :
"Dentlstry 96 14 77 |
Dermatology & Venereal @

Diseases 32 22 68.7 {
Digestive System 29 17 58.6 :
Education 7 6 85.7
Endocrinology 29 20 68.9
Engineering 4 4 100
Environmental Healtn 8 6 75
Equipment and Supplies ' 8 6 75
Experimental Medicine 77 72 3.5
General Medlcine 435 327 75.1
Genetics 30 24 80
Geriatrics 13 9 69.2
Hearing Disorders 5 5 100
Hematology 24 i 22 91.6
Histochemistry 3 6 100
History 13 11 84.6
Homeopatay | 1 1 100
Hospitals | 8 8 100
Human Engineering 6 2 2 100
Hypersensitivity [ 13 10 76.9
Hypnosis ! 3 3 100
Immunology 24 20 83.3
industrial Medicine 26 16 61.5
Jurisprudence & Forensic

Medicine | 17 8 47
Library Science & I

Bibliograoiy | 2 2 100
Medical i1llustration | 5 4 80
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Numbcr of Number in|| Percent ;
. Titles in Texas in Texas
Subject Category Index Medicus |{{Libraries| Libraries
Metabolism 6 6 100
icrobiology 82 6/ 81l./
Military Medicine 19 13 68.4 i
Neoplasms 43 38 88.3 i
Neurolocy & Neurosurgery 99 ' 70 70.7 3
Nursing 10 10 100 !
Nutrition 27 20 74 i
Obstetrics & Gynecology 58 27 46.5 i
Ophthalmology 53 33 ; 62.2 |
ptometry 2 2 100 {
Orthopedics 23 9 39.1 ;
Osteopathy 1 1 i 100 3
Otolaryngology 44 22 I 50
Pathology 51 39 |  76.4 -
Pediatrics 75 41 54.6 !
Pharmacology 77 58 75.3 :
Pharmacy 41 30 i 73.1
Physical Medicine 14 9 | 64.2
Physics 22 22 1u0
___{ Physioclogy - ' 66 56 84.8
Podiatry 1 1 100
Psycniatry 112 94 83.9
Psychology 63 61 96.8
Public Health 77 47 1 61
Radiology & Nuclear
Medicine 63 45 71.4
Rehabilitation 13 10 ﬂ 76.9
Reproduction 4 4 100
Respiratory System & ;
Thoracic Diseases 42 27 64.2 .
Rheumatism 18 9 50 |
School Health 4 2 50
Science 26 24 92.3
Social Medicine 8 4 50 \
Scciclogy 12 10 , 83.3 if
Speech Disoxrdes 10 8 80
Sport Medicine 4 3 75
Statistics 9 8 88.8
Surgarv 120 79 65.8
Technology, Medical 21 1.6 76.1
Tropical Medicine 33 30 90.9
Tuberculosis | 24 15 62.5
Urology 22 12 54.5
Veterinarv Medicine 49 41 83.6
Wounds and Injuries 8 8 { 100
Zoology 28 27 96.4

Totals are not pertinent here because some titles are listed
under more than one category.




Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

ERIC

181

sciences covered by journal titles in Texas libraries. When studying this Tlist
one should note several factors. One, it includes some subjects which are only
peripheral to medicine and are not directly concerned with the diagnosis and
treatment of pathological states. In these field, such as chemistry, physics,
education, botany, etc., the National Library of Medicine does not index Tlarge
numbers of titles. It attempts to cover only those which include clinical
materials or are of particular interest in biomedical research. It follows,

than, that even if Texas libraries hold most of the journals in Index Medicus

in these fields, we cannot consider this a wide coverage of the more basic
sciences. Large research programs require many additional basic science
journals. This analysis, therefore, does not provide a measure of the ade-
quacy of literature support in these basic science fields. Another factor
which should be remembered in studying the list is that if a specific journal
title publishes papers in two or more related fields, this subject category
list will carry that same journal listed under more than one category. For

example, a journal whose’ title reaas Surgery, Gynecology, and Obstetrics will

appear as a count under two separate categories, that of "Surgery" and that
of "Obstetrics and Gynecology."

As stated before, it is in this 1ist that the real calibre of health
science library collections in Texas can be seen. Whereas, some few categories

are represented by 100% of the titles which appear in Index Medicus, other

areas are grossly inadequate. It would appear that the major basic medical
sciences are covered far better than some of the major clinical specialties.

For example, Texas libraries carry 91.5% of the Index Medicus titles in Bio-

chemistry. Aviation and Space Medicine is represented by 100% of Index Medicus
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titles. Anatomy, Cytology, and Embryology makes a respectable showing with
85.1%. Yet in the major clinical area of pediatrics -- the care of children --
libraries in this state hold only 54.6% of the journal titles covered by

Index Medicus. Obstetrics and Gynecology is represented by only 4€.5%;

Ophthalmology by 62.2%; Orthopedics by only 39.1%; Otolaryngology, 50%.
One poorly covered area will need immediate attention. A new School of Public
Health in Houston was activated by the 1967 Texas Legislature. Yet our health

science libraries hold only 61% of the public health journals in Index Medicus.

In add:tion, to support the soon-to-be-activated Heart Disease, Cancer, and
Stroke program, we have only 72.7% of the journals in Cardiovascular Disease,
and 88.3% of the journals in Neoplasms, or cancer,

One interesting statistic which appears in this list is concerned with
the field of dentistry. With only two dental schools in the state, Baylor
in Dallas, and the University of Texas Dental School in Houston, dentistry
is represented by 77% of the dental joufna]s. Yet with four major medical
schools in the state, general medicine is represented by only 75.1%.

It should be pointed out, however, that some categories are very well
covered: Metabolism, 100%; Nursing, 100%; Experimental Medicine has a high
representation with 93.5%; as might be expected, Tropical Medicine is well
covered with 90.9%. Even so, less than half of the major clinical specialities
show more than 70% coverage.

The costs to acquire titles now lacking in Texas have three major aspects:
(1) subscription costs; (2) binding costs; and (3) library personnel costs.
The physical housing or shelving of added materials has been discussed in

Part I. Almost without exception, scientific journals have a higher

JTTRpSEEE SE
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subscription cost than journals in other fields. For several years the

Committee on Library Materials Price Index of the American Library Association's %
Resources and Technical Services Division has recorded the steady rise in the

costs of U. S. periodicals.* Its latest statistics illustrate that the most

costly subscription per year are in Chemistry and Physics ($22.35), Medicine
($17.97), Psychology ($13.82), Mathematics ($13.75), and Zoology ($12.53).

The price index for U. S. periodicals also indicate that these same fields

have had the greatest rate of increase. 1

The cost of binding a journal volume is based on its physical size. For

example, a journal which measures 12 inches high costs more to bind than one
measuring 10 inches high. The fiscal year which began September 1, 1967, saw
awarded by the State Board of CohE;;;hES;*;;;251;;53;*1535:57f*‘?T§EFé‘3*§ﬁU 5
state contract prices effective for 1967-68. Approximately half of all
scientific journals will measure over 10 inches and under 12 inches in height.
The cost of binding this size of journal increased from $3.24 to $4.50.

Those journals measuring up to 10 inches in height increased from $3.12 to
$4.00 per volume. Thus, the average cost per title for subscription and binding

of a medical journal is a minimum of $22.00

I<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>